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Tow ads ſettling the Controverſy, | 


Concerning 
Moral and  Poſnive Duties. 


In Anſwer | © 2706 
To two late Pamphlets ; . De 5 
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The one entitled; Tbe true Faundation of m na- 
tural and revealed Religion aſſerted; being a 
Reply to the Supplement to the MIO on the = 
Chriftian Sacraments. 6, NED : 3 


The other Some Reſecrin upon FE 3 
rative Excellency and Uſe efwlneſs of * % 
e Duties: by 1 on * B. 
By 


Printed by 7.1 J, for . Thurthourn Bookſeller in Can 5 8 
and ſold by J. and J. Knaptons in St. On and 5 
4 en at the Bible, near Temple-Barr,' London as 
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= H E later tas Saber ing 
the Nature and Obligation of ma- 
ral and poſitive Duties has run out 
- 85 8 into ſo great a Length, that it may 
päerhaps be thought ſuperfluous to 
td any thing to what has been already ſaid; 
I ſhall only offer, by way of Apology for trou- 
bling the World with my Sentiments of the 
Matter, that. the Difference between the re- 
Hſpedtive Parties at preſent being about the ve- 
ry Foundation and firſt Principles of Morali- 
ty, I thought it behoved every one, who. had 
ſt i Concern for Religion, to contribute his 
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beſt Endeavours towards ſettling that i impor- 
apt Subject on A, | true and clear — ph And 


5 = F 


"Locke and others, 7 J 122 the Certainty of 
Moral Science is capable of being as —4 e- 
ſtabliſhed, and as clearly demonſtrated, as any 

8 peculative Scienee whatever, tis manifeſt chat 
th Difference of Opinion, concerning what 
each Side thinks fir/t Principles, muſt be ow- 
ing to the Prejudices and Prepoſſeſſions of one 
Side at leaſt: and therefore, the only way to 
| find out where the Error lies, ſeems to be, to 
begin all a- new, to ſtrip ourſelves of all pre- 
cone d to conſider over again the 
Nature —— 1 Moral Obligation, and 
to enquire are the proper Subjects of it: 
and in the Courſe of the 1 
the different Schemes that have been propos d, 
in order to determine which is the true one. 


This is what I ſhall endeavour in theſe Pa 


pers, with that Freedom and: Impartiality 


which betames 2 Lover of Truth; having no 


other Intention than 3 Truth from 


Error, to fox N 


dorality upon its right Founda- 
tion, and to give ſome Lig ht into the Sub- 

Jo to thoſe. ho in this Comroverl ave as 
t wand n in Daunen, 5 1 l e |; J 
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CHAP. "4, 


_ OBligation * ED Rate 1 
45 


cin. * Fay | 
Hen an Ap nt is looked upon 3 6 
View to his moral Capacity, he is con. 


fidered as endowed with Free-wil, whereby 


he can chuſe or refuſe a thing propoſed; and 
Underflanding, whereby he can judge how he 


ſhould make his Choice in any given Cafe. 


The former is neceſſary, becauſe, unleſs it was 


in his Power to make wrong Elections, the 
contrary could have no Merit in them, nor 
be approveable or rewardable: and the latter 
is ſo, becauſe otherwiſe, as the Mill is a blind 
Prin elple, the Agent would have no Guide or 
Direction how to make his Choice. "OW: be- 
cauſe Moral Obligation i is fuppoſed to brin 


ſuch a Neceſity an 


with perfecb Liberty, waer it can de deter- 
mined what can fer ſuch an Obligation, it 


muſt firſt be known what it is he would 


chuſe or refuſe, as an intelligent free Agent. 
And as tis ſelf-evident, that to every ſenſible 
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; 92 32 2 Or thus, chat Rule of Action, 3 a 


- 1 to der Ager 


1 + 3 
Conſt equently | that Ha Wen i be bis 
Choice, and Miſery his Averſion; it follows, 


that Moral Obligation can be founded upon 


this Principle only, and muſt mean 4 Neceſſity 
of Aclion ariſing from u Preſpect e obtaining 
Happineſs, or avording Miſery. (a/ 

What therefore. is the Principal, or indeed 


only Concern of ſuch a Being is, to ſtudy 


means of his own Happineſs; and with -regard 
to that (leſt by acting at random he ſhould 


bring Miſery upon himſelf, inſtead of Happi- 


och. tis neceſſary that he ſhould have ſome 
conſiſtent Rule of Action, that is, ſome Law 


or Moral Rule which "wig ought to act confor- 
mably to. And as a ſuppoſed Rule or Law, 


an Obedience to which can produce no Hap- 


pineſs to the Agent, nor Diſobedience Miery, 
can bring no Obligation with it, and is in effect 
no Law: ſo tis evident, that that which is 
degree of Happi- 


ed with the Higheſt 


it the Serong- 


n 


Conformity to which will, upon all Conſide- 


mage Fecher — greateſt um total of Hap- 
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; "© Actio e e kata EY tas cum 
Cceertun eſt eam contineri in cauſis neceſſariò requiſitis ad felici- 


tatem illam m nataraliter, adeog; neceſſario expetit. Cumler- 
land de Leg; N. Kr. 2 of 


at, C. V. 27. P. 241. 8% There is nothing 
but the Thoughts of that G ori which our Actions may 
2 on onrſelves, that can lay a 7 Arc gg of ſuch a Perfor- 
ance, or ſuch an Omiffon, + c. 
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tion, and e conſeque ntly of obtaining Hi 


(55 0 
under moral Necgfity to obſerve. And Moral 
Good or Evil is only the Conformity or Diſa- 
greement of our Actions to this Rule. 


It is next to be conſidered what mult be 


che Rule of Action to a moral Agent: 


It is taken for granted (becauſe admitted by 
all Parties whom 1 have any Concern with, 
here) that God is the Author of Nature, and 
the Creator of the Univerſe, that all things 
depend upon his good Will and Pleaſure, as 

for their Exiſtence, ſo for their (ontinuance, 


and that from him only all their Happineſs 


is derived. And farther, that Creatures which. 
are endued with Rea on and uſe it rightly, may 
know ſo much of his Intention and Deſign, 
as relates to them, a 


and that they are bound to the Obſervation of 
ir by the Sanctions of Rewards and Puniſn- 


ments which are in his Hands; that tis Obe- 
dience to his W il, which can be the only: 


b 


Means of 


procuring his Favour and Approba- 
Ppineſs: - 
and avoiding liſery. Therefore tis his Will. 
(however diſcover fo: whether by his facit Dos T 
claration in the Creation of the World, or 


chat more expreſs one called Revelation) which. 


is tbe adequate. Rae: N the Fran: . moral 
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1d be able to diſcover 
what is uſually call d a Low of Nature. This 
they muſt be ſenſible is the Gift of God, * 
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pets —__ 52 with that every Action muſt 


eee Standard of Mora- 


&r AH A 415 


D We . be gig pen. 


8 as that we ſhall partly depend up- 


on them for our . n fromthence 


it may be urg 4d, chat we muſt have other 
Laus or 0e act by, for the meaſure of 
moral Obligation: But I anſwer, to give our 


Actions a moral Character, t they muſt be re- 


ſerr'd to the ame Rule fill: © Becauſe, ſo far 
as we depend upon Creatures under God, we 
fill- depend mediately upon God, and thoſe 
9 are only God's Meant or Inflruments 


o true, that if any Dependence one may 


Fave: upon Creatures be not conſider d as fub- 


14 ordinate to God, and referr d up to him, it is 
no Rule or Law at all; bura aro or a Tem- 
ptation, Which a Man ought not to 


of procuring tem 
thing of Morality 


to act with a View only. to the Praiſe of Men, 
OY 


View to his Will, and his 71 may be 


. ane. een is N 
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* 


haps, that God may cre- 
: ate us with ſuch a Re ation ro our Fellow- 


pee our Happineſs or Miſery. Which 


yield or 
ſubmit to. Actions done upon the low Views 

t 1l Felic icity, can have no- 
in them, whatever they 
may have of worldly Prudence: for inſtance, 


hate the Thoughts there; is no 
3 9 go 2 Yor; but doing the fame. 
thing, 380 :kokin $1 up higher” to God, with a 
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Cod s Will alone is a Rule adequate to all 
Caſes; all other pretended Rules whatſoever 
being ſhort, imperfect, and liable to Excep- 
— tion, and th no Rules. A 
— I ſhall conclude | this Chapter with che 
e 
r 


Words of the great Mr. Locke, which are full 
Jo my preſent Purpoſe. « We are God's 
f © Creatures, he has Goodneſs and Wiſdonr to 
Ty 4 direct our Actions to that which is beſt; - and 
be has Power to enforce it by Rewards and 
1 60 Puniſhments of infinite Weight and Dura- | 
0 “ tion in another Life. F or no body can 
e « take us out of his Hands. This is The on 
's true TOUCHSTONE of Moral Re#itude, 
4 « and by comparing them to this Law it is 
* 


t that Men judge of the moſt conſiderable 5 
1 „Moral Bd or Evil of their Actions, that | 
s 20 whether as Duties or Sins, they ate like 
- re them Happineſs or Miley from 
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8 \ 2 hs Ti 


F - = . * ** 3h; #& 2 tha 4, nad fon. $f 4 14 : * - . — Fa . 


— 1888 1 pos 
y en on Hum Und. B. 2. Ch 25 Pr 3 a d 
1 . ; : » % -3 * A, * ; . 2 2 5 4 : : 
„ T . i 4 488 7; * A xy 2 1 F Ie 8 3 8 1 bs > 215 1 i N * 1 83 
a4 , Spy 5 N 2 + * a0 ES A ; 4 
"> . | 4% 5 1 5 2 
0 W I: x - 6 pe l » " : 2 YE. ” 22 ; : 
> 
7 


1 i * 


oe” 
l 
7 
4 
£ 
4 
9k 
5 
1 
2 
* 
4 
f 
1 ** 
og 
- 
14 
1 
17 
1 
1 
* 
* 
by by 
13 
9 
4 
1 
* 
0 
4 


1 
N 
o 


8 45 4 
N ＋ 7 i. y £4 6 
AWE SCE & „ 
% 3 FI * i 2 * „ i 4 Ea. 


* * 7 
1 4 1 5 70 's ky cl — * as 1 * FS: * 15 * 1 
# +268 » [2 N 4 S 2 5 2 * 2 7 o . >» a SY 21 8 . 4 1 * % 2 £2, 
21. ? 8 8 5 n PPP 48S * n ta Er 82 n N 
8 i £ * 
1 


” ” 
, * « 
— [4 ” 
6 4 7 1+, *S - . N , \ 
- * — wma ings hens erty — Tr — — — * 
— — 5 — . 
. — IOC Or BP AAA PTY As <9 — - 
5 — - . we — 
* _ — x 2 — * 
n 4 _ 
* Ty \ 

- Fo 


1 6 n . * F 8 
3 2 3 EY 15 2 p . 3 * N 4 T7 7 # 5 N 25 "as 7 Pa 1 24 9 1 


* a HS 
EE 1 3 * 
5 

* - * . 

ry * 3 18 1 8 8 Mk ” * # 4 WS. . : 
5 jy 4 3 8 v 5 2 2 8 5 
0 2 N 893 Lf 12 q 5 I 
5 EW 4 DS Int 14 . % * S 4 - 
bs. 
223 ” - 2 
* s 1 » * $4» 4 6 
” 


108). 


ö 2 e , : ; * „ G d e he 

e > x . * 7 : 5 . 2 N 

1 * 1 * 7 3 = 3 x A » 5 — 1 4 . . a, « E 8 
418 . 2+ Bd > 3 25 Ai. 5 & 8 2 5 0 F 5 


che CHAP. IL 


: Whether Ed be a proper Siljct l 
| +2 Ye Ry ” " Obligation. : 
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K E World has been en pretty 

* well agreed about this Point, and what 
I have to offer in this Chapter, might have 
well enough been ſpared, but that ſome late 
Writers have, out of a ſtrange Piece of Af. 
| feRarion, included all intelligent Agents (the 
ſupreme Bein ng nat excepted) under their 
| Notion. of Oblgation, abſurdly applyin Ing, th the 
0 


fame Meaſure or Rule to the Ang” 


Creator and his Creatures. Let us ice 1 — 
Senſe there is in ſuch Language. 
A Moral Rule is las we ſaid) a Lau Which 
an Agent ought, or is obliged. to act confor- 
I 2 to. A Law includes Obligation An its 
very Idea, and Obligation is founded upon 
- e and Puniſhments, and therefore ſup- 
poſes the Per/on obliged to have a Superior. 
For by what Power can a Law oblige, if the 
f 3 of it ſhall not be attended pd Mi- 
h Or who can ee a LOOT that bas it 
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"op Norma illa (lein ad quam ok humanz componeren- 
tut) vdeztüß Lex, quæ eſt decretum, quo ſuperior ſibi ſubje- 
ctum obligat, ut ad iſtius Præſcriptum actiones ſuas n 
. de Off. Hom. & Civ. G. 2. $. 2. 
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not in his Power to unit the T ranſgrefſors of 
it? If therefore it be allow'd that God is the 
ſupreme Lawgiver, that he is independent, or 
„cout of the Reach of all other Beings, and in- 
of finitely happy in himſelf, in what tolerable. 


Senſe can it be ſaid that God i is obliged ? Not 
Phyfically, 1 ſuppoſe, becauſe he is acknow- - 


ty ledged to have no Superior; not morally, be- 
hat W cauſe he does nothing with hopes of a Reward, 


avc or Fears of Puniſhment. Any other kind of 
ate Obligation 1s a new Language, oy SNOW 5 


Al. s r = 
the But this per * * will be called difpuing 
EIT out Words than Things;* and the 


the Meaning in other Terms i» cchy thin, that as 
the God is wile, juſt, and good, his Actions can- 


hat I not but be conformable do the Reaſons and 
. Relations of Things. | 
ich  - Now as this is built upon a ſuppoſed 405. 


their own eternal Natures and Relati- 
b. of any Being whatſoever, E I beg leave to pre- 


Ti miſe an Obſervation. or two on that Hypothe- 8 


the fis, before I proceed to give a direct Anſwer 


to what is offer d. And, 
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or. hue! Fineſs and Unßtnels of Things ariſing 
ons, independent of, and previous to the Will 


. Fobſerve, that che Terms, Fitneſs +. 
Us neſs, are purely relatroe, being always ap- 
a pct LT mens and _—_ — n 
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red to ſome End * Thus Virtue is f* for a 


Rational Being, and Vice unfit, not abſolutely 
or for their own Sakes, as ultimate Ends 


(which was the unintelligible Jargon of the 
Stoicłs) but with relation to his Happineſs, 


which muſt be the final Cauſe of every ratio- 


nal Action: And he: that looks no farther 


than Virtue as built upon ab/olute Fitneſſes, can 


have no juſt Idea of it, but muſt neceſſarily 


run into the ſame Abſurdity, as the covetous 


Man, who places his very Happineſs in Mo- 
ney, and looks upon it as ſomething amiable, 
lovely and defirable for its own Sake. To this 


I may add, that an ab/olute Fitneſs (were theſe 
Terms proper) can never give a moral Cha- 


racter to Actions, becauſe there is no Action 
but what may be fit in ſome Reſpect or other, 


and even the moſt contrary Actions may have 


equal Fitneſſes in different Reſpects, and for 


different Ends. Hypocriſy is as ſit to procure 
the End ſought after 2 a Knave, as Honeſty 


and Plain dealing are ft for the End propoſed 


by the Honeſt Man. The former is as unfit 
with reſpect to his Eternal Happineſs, as the 


r oo rt „ 


addy. Tis to be obſerved, that as there were 


no Things, and conſequently no Relations or 


previous to, or. indepe ndent of the W ill of 
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Notes to King's Orig. of Evil, p. 22. Locke's Eſlay, B. 2. 
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God. For as Virtue or Vice are nothing but. Fs 


abſtract Ideas, expreſſing or repreſenting the 
Method of Conduct or Behaviour, which. de- 
pendent Beings . ought or ought not to ſhew 
towards each other, ſo they can only come 
mence upon a Suppoſition of God's having 


created ſuch Beings; they are Conſequences of | 


the Exiſtence. of things, as the Exiſtence of 
things is of God's Determination to create 
them.* There is indeed a kind of Hypotbeti- 
cal Eternity, which is ſometimes aſcribed to 
univerſal and certain Truths, in oppoſition to 
ſuch. as are particular and contingent. | What 
is meant by them is thus well explain'd by. 


Mr. Locke, + Propoſitions being once made a- 


« bout abſtract Ideas, ſo as to be true, will; 
4 whenever they can, be ſuppoſed to be made 
60 again at any Time paſt or 1% come, by a 
« Mind having thoſe Ideas, be always aQtual- 
« y true.” I That is, ſince we are ſo fram'd as 
to have Ideas of Figure and Number as Modes 
of Quantity; whenever a Propoſition is 10 
form d about them as to be agreeable to the 
ſuppoſed Nature of Quantity, it will be 
always true, or agrecab e to the: ſuppo- 
ſed: Nature of Quantity. But what poſ- 
ſible uſe can be made of this in the preſent 


Argument? Or in what Senſe can it be ſaid, 
that the Relations ariſing from the Natures of 
Things, are ——— of, and antecedent W. 


Notes upon che Orig of Epil, p. Ge. 2 * Pufentuf s Law 
of Nat, B.1. C. 2. 9 6. 1 Eſſay on Hum. Yee. Te C. 11.114. 
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© - Suppoſition of the Exiſtence 
And a Suppoſition of the Exiſtence of certain 
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the Divine Will: Not in time I ſuppoſe: Th 


but in the Order of Nature, or of our Ideas. 


A very little Logic will ſnew that that is as 


flat an Abſurdity as the other. It cannot be 


faid, that there will 8 certain Relations and 


Habitudes of things, 2 a previous 
certain things. 


Things, muſt be built upon a previous Suppo- 


ſition of God's Will to create them in ſuch a 


certain Manner. Their Exiſtence, Natures, 


Relations, Sc. muſt, be wholly owing to his 
Counſel and Appointment, by whom are all 
ung, and from whom are all things. | 


The Caſe is the ſame-in moral as in wt 
Relations: Suppoſe a Syſtem of rational Be- 
s, whom God has created in a ſocial State, 


ings, 
it will chen be fit and right, that they ſhould 
act by the Rules of Juflice, Equity, &c. be- 


cauſe as God ui led them to be ſocia l Creatures, 
he muſt therein will, that they ſhould have a 


Law or · Rule to act by, a agreeable to their 

cial Nature; becauſe he cannot ſo far _—_ 
dict Himſelf, as to will the End and not the 
Means neceſſary to procure that End. Where 
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« of things to rational and ſocial But Man obtain'd 
„ a ſocial Nature from the good Pleaſure of God Almight Kors not 
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chen is aby cking that can be called in 
dent of and antecedent to the Divine 1 


ment? The Creation is founded on God's ; 


Will, and the Relations of things on the Law 
of the Creation. They are ſo becauſe God. 


made them ſo; and if he had made the Crea- 


tion under à different Law, he had created 
Beings of a different Kind, then different Rela- 
tions would have follow'd, and different Rules 


of Action have prevailed, And nee I 
obſerve, 


Zaly. hat 5 Fact Geng is not any e 
ty of Morality regarding the Conduct of Men 
towards one another, but what may be ſuppo- 


from Man's ſocial Nature, as Juſtice, Equi- 


ty, &c. but if there be any Beings who have 
no ſuch ſocial · Nature. who do not depend 


upon one another for Happineſs, but on God 


alone (which Suppoſition is poſlible at leaſt) 
.  Orhers there 


to ſuch theſe will be no Dr 


are which proceed from the particular Frame 
and Conſtitution of Man's Body, as Tempe- 


ronoty ant Sc. dene ge W e g . 


8 F1.% 2 


In 
- * 7 0 ** 


« lity of Adios, d or Gitgveeable to b B as A Gam 1 
Creature mult be d Md from the ſame Original and Spring, | 
and muſt be attributed to Man, not by an 1 wy . 


% an Byporbetical Neceſſity. Law of Nat. B. 1. Toe 2 
"0 2 N otes on the 8 7 4 Zeil, * 196. 
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ſed mutable in itſelf, as ariſing from the parti- 
cular Condition of Man, and to other Syſtems 
of Beings may poſſibly be no Virtue at all, or 
not fo much as known. Thus ſome ariſe - 


( 


poſe a Syſtem of Beings, either that have no 


material Bodies at all, or ſuch as could not be 
capable of the Vices oppoſite to theſe Vir- 


_ tues ; and then to ſuch theſe would be no 


Free, i 3 ee 
Theſe Things premiſed, Icome to the Point 
of Enquiry, vig. Whether God's Actions, muſt 


neceſſarily be conformable to the Relations and 


Reaſons of Things? 


To which I anſwer, That God is perfectly 
free as to. acting or not acting at all, ſo to 
every Manner of Action; ind by his being 
_ . perfetily free I mean, that he is not determi- 


ned by any thing ab extra. A late Author 


often puts ſuch Queſtions as theſe * What 
C determines God to act one way rather than 
another? What makes him command Good- 
4 neſs rather than Evil?” I anſwer, His own 
Will. If you go on and aſk what deter- 
mines his Will, I anſwer,” nothing ab extra, 
no Phænomena, or Appearances of the Rela- 
tions of things; to them (if any can be ſup- 

poſed) he is perfectly indifferent, being infi- 
nitely happy in himſelf and his own Perfec- 
tions. All muſt be reſolved into his Will, not 
as a blind Principle, actuated by Chance or 

Caprice, but by infinite Wiſdom and Good- 
neſs, which are eſſential Perfections of his 
Nature. But to ſay, that God's Goodneſs, or 


— 


Reply to the Suppl. p.21. f + See King's Orig, of 


3 
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own 


I 


3 7 . 
| on thternal Perfections determine him, is } 
; ſaying no more than that he determines has 
k ſelf, or (as tis well expreſs'd by a late ingeni- 
) ous Author *) That he does a thing, becauſe 

gb he is inclined to do it, is aſſigning his 
t bare Will or Inclination for a Cauſe of his 
i & Actions. If you go farther, and aſk a 
4 Reaſon for this Inclination or Will, or, Why. 
God is neceſſarily good +? I confeſs my Ig- 


4 norance, and ſhall only ſay, that I will anſwer MK 
0 this „ ge when the Author who puts it Fi 
4 will tell me, why God exiſts, why a Houſe. is . f 
- a Houle, or a Triangle a Triangle. Every 1 
r one knows, that as in Matters of Science there 1 
t muſt be a ne plus ultra ſomewhere, or a fro: 
n poſition ſo clear, that you are neither to ex- 9 
— pect a Proof of it, or a Reaſon why it is ſo i 
n rather than otherwiſe; ; in like manner as to | 
— real Exiſtences, you muſt ſtop ſomewhere, 

2, and arrive at a Being, of whoſe Exiſtence you 

are to expect no Reaſon, as being without 

- I] Cauſe, and of whoſe Attributes and Perfections 

- you are only to enquire what they are, and not 


5 why they are ſo rather than otherwiſe. Such 
Mt Queſtions as thoſe only ſhew the Ignorance of 
r | the Queriſt, as they are wholly founded upon 
chat abſurd Poſition of Leibnitz, that OE | 
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(16) 
If it be farther aſk'd, why upon our H 
thefis God might not as well have ns Ul 
to be Virtue which in the preſent Syſtem of 
things is Vice, or e contra; or why two and 
two are equal to four, rather than to Ween, 
or in the improper Terms of a late Writer,“ 
What makes God command Goodneſs rather 
* than Evil; or why he might not command 
* Evil? I anfwer with the Author of tbe 


Supplement, that + 'tis putting an abſurd 


& felf-contradiftory Suppoſition. It is like 
aſking, what if God ſhould ceaſe to exiſt? 
For when tis ſaid, that whatever com- 
mands, it will be Man's Duty to preform, 
(which i is certainly true) this is built upon a 
Suppoſition, that God is good, for otherwiſe 
there could be no ſuch thing as Virtue or 
Br Infinite, or irreſiſtible Power cannot 
as Hobbs contended) be ſufficient to — a 
Law upon, becauſe the Subjects can have 1 
Security of a Reward for their Obedience. 

Again he aſks, © Why do you ſup poſe God 
4 to be good rather than otherwiſe?” My 
Anſwer i is, becauſe I can. prove him fo with 
out ſuppoſing the thing in Queſtion. Not in- 
deed 2 priori or I from the Perfection or 


proving ger. Good Ss bibs "bor" 8 
Pr 3 g from E 77 ; 5 Caule. 
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5 is 17 3: i 
I don't remember chat any af; theſe Advo- 
cates for Virtue as founded 1n-ab/tra# Fitneſ- 


es, have attempted to give us any Proof that 


God is and muſt be good, except this be a 
Proof, that it follows from the eſſential Rec- 
titude of his Nature ; nor even to letus know 


what this Goodneſs means, except it be a 


4 Diſpoſition to act conformably to the Rela- 


„ tions of things,” | Which is faying no- 


ching. 1 

That it may not ba chought that 1 bing 
lefe the Queſtion in the Dark, and have been 
labouring only to a aged down the old Syſtem, 
without being to erect a better in it's. 
Room, I ſhall} next proceed. to enquire whatir 


is that determines God's Actions, how it comes 


to paſs, that the Laws of Nature are what 
we now find them to be, and in 5 
91 are e and in what NT 
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\ CHAP. II. 


Co nung the Determining Caſe ij 
| God $.. Actions. 


Hat 1 peer laid fn 838 up- 


and might be proved to be ſo without begging 
the Queſtion in debate, viz. 4 paſteriori. 1 
ſhall now ſubmit to the Reader, what I have 
to offer upon that Pia . 

By Goodneſs I. mean, 4 Diſpoſition 4 + 
good, i i. e. to communicate Happineſs. That this 
is an Attribute of the Deity appears from the 
Works of the Creation, which is ev idently 
contrived for the good of the whole, or ſo as 
to manifeſt, that the Deſign. of the Creator 


therein muſt be to communicate Happineſs. 


And as he is perfect in Wiſdom, ſo we may 
juſtly conclude, that he ſees and knows all the 


Effects and Conſequences of his Actions, and 


therefore cannot contradict himſelf, or ſome- 
times will one thing, and ſometimes the con- 


trary; that is, he has a permanent Diſpoſition 
to communicate Happineſs, can no more ceaſe 


| tO be good, than he can ceaſe to exiſt, or to 


be what he is. This being granted, let us next 


ſuppoſe, that nothing exiſts but this infinitely 


good Being; and then fer it be enquired, /. 
7 What could determine gm to act, or to create 
5 = | | | any : 


on a Suppoſition, that God is Good, 


Narr Rg. 


= 


(19) 
any Digs A at all. 2dly. What could es 


him to act in any particular Manner, or to 
create this or that Kind of Beings rather than 
any other. 3dly. Whether, upon Suppoſition | 
that a certain particular Kind of Beings ſhould ' 
be created, it would be arbitrary or 'neceflary, 

what ſhould: ny _ Moral Law, 'or Rule of 


Action. 


II. Let us enquire mid could determine 


che Deity to act, or to create any Veings at 


all. 
Tis e 1 Abt has bv ſaid, ne 


che only Deſign of the Creator in any Action, + 


muſt be to communicate Happineſs, and that 
if he acts at all, it muſt be for that Purpoſe: 


This he can have no poſſible exciting Reaſon 
to, extrinfick to himſelf, or his own internal 
Perfe&ions ; Becauſe, as he is independent of 


all other Beings, and perfectly happy in him- 


ſelf, he can receive neither Advantage nor 
Diſadvantage from things external, or from 
his Creatures, and therefore cannot be deter- 
mined by them or their ſuppoſed Relations, 
Habitudes or Affections, either to act or not to 


act. The Cauſe of the: Exiſtence of Things 


muſt therefore be referred to his ſole Will, and a 
terminate in that only; or, which is the fame, . 
his Goodneſs or incrinfick Deſire of commu- 
nicging Happineſs, ib the only Cauſe 19208 5 
* wy the e "> : 


EMS. £ 
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A2 ally. When he had determined to act, and 
that for a certain End, viz, the Communica- 
tion of Happineſs; he faw by his i ſdom, 
what way that Happineſs he intended might 
be moſt fully communicated, and the End 
beſt anſwered. For foreknowing what Rela- 
tions, Effects or Conſequences would reſult 
from ſuch Natures form'd in his own Mind, 
he adjuſted every thing in ſuch a manner, as 
might beſt anſwer the End propoſed. And 
thus the ſame intrinſick Goodneſs that deter- 
min'd God to exert his creative Power at all. 


determined him to create juſt ſuch Kinds of 


Beings as he has created, the Scheme of the 


Creation being ſuppoſed to be, all things con- 
ſſdered, the beſt that was poſſible; chat is, the 
mioſt fitted to ſerve that End which he pro- 


poſed, the Communication of Happineſs, 1t we 
4 


ppoſe that there might be more ways than 


one of obtaining the ſame End, or that ſe- 
veral Syſtems of Beings might have been crea- 

ted, equally anſwering that general Purpoſe of 
communicating Happineſs, in this Caſe all is 


to be referred to his Free-Will or Choice; 
juſt as nothing elſe could determine him to 
create the World, at that Time, or in that 
P . Space that he . 1 eee it 5 g 
Z3aly. To the Enquiry, whether upon a Sup- 
poſition, that 3 particular Kind of Be- 
ings was determined to be created, it would 
be arbitrary or neceſſary, what ſhould be their 
Moral Law, or Rule of Action; I 3 


0 | 


$58 


1 


That when God had determined to create 4 


certain Syſtem of Beings for a certain End, 


v. g. Men, that they might obtain Happineſs; 


from ſuch a Determination there muſt neceſſa- 


rily reſult a certain deter minate Method of ob- 
raining that End, which primarily depended 


upon the Will of God, ＋ (vis. as their parti- 


bular Nature or Kind fiow d from thence) but 


in a ſecondary Senſe may be look d upon as 
neceſſary, that is, as following neceſſarily from 
the Nature and Condition particularly aſſign- 


ed them. Juſt as if a Clock-maker endued 


with Free will, determines firſt to make a 


Clock, nexr a particular Sort of Clock; then, 


to accompliſh the End deſigned, there muſt 
neceſſarily be certain Movements, ſo and ſo ad- 


juſted, and he is not at Liberty whilſt this 
End. is deſigned, to take what Method he 


pleaſes in order to accompliſh it. Yet who. 
will ſay, that all the Revolutions and Motions 
performed by this Clock are not wholly ow-. 
ing to his arbitrary Will who contrived and 


1115 it? In like manner, if God determin'd 


to create Man, that is, a rational and ſocial 
Being, tis impoffible (or rather abſurd) that 
he ſhould give Him any other Rule of Action 
than what he has 3 him, tis impoſſible 


he ſhould have made it his Duty to act un- 
05 W Ge. or 800 live SO WO | 
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intemperately, &c. Becauſe this monks have 
deſtroyed the very End and Deſign of his Be- 
ing, — fruſtrated that very Scheme which 
God himfelf had purpoſed. Here then every 
Thing, every Relation, every Habitude, every 
Fitneſs (or what other 4 * ſoever may be 
aſcribed to the Nature of things) is owing to 
God's Will in its firſt Inſtance, and ultimately 
to be referred to that. He ſees at one View, 
thro' all the Cauſes, Effects, and Conſequen- 
ces of things; and therefore, in that very Act 
of Volition whereby he determines the Exi- 
ſtence of certain Things, he alſo determines 
their Modes, Relations, and every thing elle 
belonging to them. And therefore, if Mora- 
lity be ſuppoſed to flow immediately from 
theſe Relations, yet ſtill it muſt be ultimate - 


- ly reſolved into the Will of God, the Au- 


thor of Nature, as its firſt and true Founda- I 


tion. 


In the N. atural W, old chere are certain e- 
ſtabliſned Laws or Rules of” Motion, as there 
are Rules of Action in the Moral. The for- 
mer every Man ſees and acknowledges to flow 
from, and be dependent on the Will of God, 
and yet they are as neceſſary to be obſerved 
buy us as the latter, and their Obligation ſtands 


ecxactly upon the lame Footing. A Man muſt 


not drink Poiſon, becauſe by the Laws of At- 
traction and Repulſion, to which Matter is 
ſubject, it will put his Body into an unnatu- 
ral ** and e the * Syſtem, con- 


ä crary . 
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trary to God's Deſign in the Creation: No 
more may Men be unjuſt, cruel, Sc. becauſe 


tis contrary to the eſtabliſhed Moral Laws, 


would breed Confuſion and Miſery amongft 


them, and deſtroy the End which God deſign- 
ed them for, viz. Happineſs. The Obligati- 
on in each Caſe is derived from the ſame 
Principle; *tis immoral to give a Man a Po- 
tion which is known to be Poiſon, becauſe God 
would that there ſhould be that Relation be- 
twixt his Body and the Liquor, which we find 
there is; tis immoral to deprive a Man of his 
Right, becauſe God was pleaſed to give Man 
ſuch a Nature, that Juſtice ſhould be neceſ- 

fary to his Happineſs and Well-being. Thus in 


the preſent Syſtem of things, both natural and 


moral Laws are eternally and immutably true; 


each of them equally neceſſary to be obſerved, 


and for the ſame Reaſons; and each of them 
equally dependent on the Will of God, which 


only could determine him to create Matter > 
what it is, and Men what they are. And 
thus we ſee in what Senſe the Laws of Na- 


ture and Relations of Things are reſolveable 


into God's Will, and in what Reſpect they 
are neceflary; or why Virtue and Vice may 
not change Hands, any more than the ſame 
Things can be predicated of Circles and 
Squares. Such a conſequential or relative Ne- 


ceſſity as 1 have allowed, can, I think, by no 
Means ſerve the Purpoſes of thoſe Men, wha _ 
leo upon the Scheme of independent Fitneſ- 


* % 
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n for any other Sort of N. eſt, . 
Is i juſt as much Senſe in it, as in that imagi- 
_ nary one which Dr. Clarke invented, for the 
Goa. and Foundation of the Exiſtence of 
8 


5 e teren . Neceſſity well n in 
Notes _ the Orig. of Evil, p. 22, 23. And Dr. Clarke's 
Notion of Neceſſary Exiftence clearly and . As. by 
the fame Author, p 36 47; 
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* That TY Motion of. Dr. Clarke at : 
his Followers concerning Moral Ob- 

25 Iggation, reſolves. into Conſcience, or 

in a innate Moral Senſe. = 0 

rhe's 55 
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e Maintainers 
of this natural, neceſſary, or indepen- 
dent Fitneſs of Things Ind tions, have con- 
ſtantly declined . 1 65 us know what they 
mean 155 Moral Obligation (except a Synono- 
mous Term can be called a Definition *) and 
when they are called upon for a Reaſon, why 
theſe Fitneſſes or Relations uſt be obeyed, or 
our Actions. regulated. by them, their Anſwer 
| is that “ tis ſelf-eyident; + chat all Men muſt 
perceive it as m FH and as exact as that 
« two and two are equal to four, | that what 
« is right or wrong, more or leſs ſo, * be- 
4 fore us, tis contain'd in our own I 285 
4 and the like.” —— And this is all the Sa 
faction that a Man of Senſe is to expect in 
anſwer to his Doubts, ConLorny what Prin- 
3 WE: 2 is to 01 upon: 3 9 - 


01S very che k, Ht 


. on e Def. of hs gy to - p. 7. — Obligation is 

| defined to be 4 Tie, to act agreeably to our Faculties. 
-- + Bid. r. 6. t Dr. Clarke's Nat. and Rev. * 2 56 
4 Compa Rae & Oblig. p. 4 | 
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(I conceive) muſt neceſſarily leave him under 


the ſame. Perplexities it found him, fince it 
does not in the leaſt inform his Reaſon, or go 
one Step towards working Conviction. Men 
who think for themſelves, and do not take 


things upon truſt, who will not be put off 


wich Sounds for Senſe, and: Words for Reaſon, 
will eaſily ſee that every conteſted Truth muſt 

be deduced from Firſt Principles, and that 
there are-no-Firft Principles in Morality, ex- 
cept that*** Man has a Defire of Happineſs, 
* and an Averſion to Miſery, which do con- 
4 tinue conſtantly to operate and influence all 


& Our Actions &. This is what no Man ever 


did, or ever can deny, without Contradiction 
to himſelf and what he feels within him; and 
is, I believe, the only Principle in Morality 
£ that has not "ſometime or other been deny'd or 
called in queſtion. _ And upon this, and this 
only, may a Philoſopher proceed and build a 
fum and unſhaken Syſtem of Erhicks, may 


Aeͤiſcover what muſt be his moral Rule, and ſhew 
5 bow he ought to act in any given Caſe. - 
e F Error 1 falſe = 
5 Reaſoning in all. Matters of Science, is; that 
Mien embrace Propoſitions for ſelf-evident, 
and build upon them as Principles, Which are 
only ſubmitted to upon Authority, and belie- 
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(3 7) 
-true, and implicitly received, with an Habi- 
tual Aſſent, without a Perception of the Agree” 
ment or Diſagreement of the Ideas under che 
Terms. How juſtly an Imputation of ſuch 
an implicit Faith may be fixt upon the Men 
who go no higher in Morality than abſolute 
Fitneſſes, muſt be left to the unprejudiced 
Reader to judge, and WII be ſeen more _ 2 
hereafter. 1 E arr 
Tis not very wad to ieee is the 
real! Opinion of theſe Writers concerning 
Moral Obligation, or what Ideas they have, 
when they ſay a Man is obliged to do 4 thing; 
and if I ſhould miſtake then I hope they 
will excuſe it, and explain themſelves more 
fully upon that Head when they write again: 
The moſt I can make of it, from the Ac+ 
counts of them who ſeem 0 have a Mean 
ing, is, that Man is ſo f or conſtituted; 
that he will, neceſſarily find an Upeaſineſs,: a 
Compunction of Conſcience for violating theſe 
ſuppoſed Fitneſſes, and a Self- complaceney in 
following them, without Relation to any high- 
er End, and antecedent to every other Conſi- 
deration, and conſequently he ought not to 
violate them. Thus we are told by Dr. 
Marth hat the, crernal, Differences of 
% Geod and Evil, 3 and and. 
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6 — or deliberately tranſgreſſas this 

*© Rule, in any great or confiderable Inſtan- 

ces, but he ſecretly reproaches himſelf for 

©< ſo doing. And one of the Dr's Followers 
Nays, chat we are uneaſy with ourſelves, 
V and ſelf-condemn'd, when we violate theſe 
FHitneſſes, from whence ariſes the ſtrongeſt 
Obligation. Which is as much as to tay, 
every Man's own Conſcience will tell him 
What is right and fir, and reproach him for 
acting contrary thereto. Now if this /ame 

| — —.— means no more than our own Opi- 
nim of the moral Rectitude or Pravity of our 
Ali, (as ¶ Locke and Puſfendor have defined 
ie then all chat is ſaid amounts to this, Thar 
be chat ſees what is rgb and t to ber done, 
that he is ob to do it, or that it 
erefore will condemn 


 moralh * will cul bind, © and be fo Ty 
of a a e ill do-antmdcd with Pr. 

niſhment. — e ee ol | 
t Hen * there can be no ſuch £ 
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(29) | 
other temporal -Inconvenience? Set theſe, a- 
ſide, and what Uneaſineſs can there he, when 
the Fear of God is out of the Queſtion, And 
as often as a Man can hope to prevent Diſcovery; 
or can weather the Diſgrace or Trouble, his 
Virtue is at an End. In ſhort his Virtue will be 
nothing but his Convenience; | for amongſt all 
other Fitneſſes, he muſt be allowed ſirſt to con 
ſider what is fit or convenient for himſelf. 
But there is another Senſe _ of e 
which perhaps theſe Gentlemen may like bet» 
ter: they ſeem to inſinuate as. if there was | 
ſomething within us (diftin& from our Judg- 
ment, form'd upon Reaſon) directing our A. 
tions, as a Rule or Guide, without farther Re- 
ference to any thing more remote. Andy, 
from this internal Principle, I ſuppoſe, that 
they muſt deduce their Moral Ooirgation. Mr. 
Butler gives this Account gf Canſcienae. © Tas = 
that 7 pronounee ere OED ſome 
Actions to be in rhemſalbes juſt, right, good; 
« others'to be in themjelves unjuſt, wrong, evil, 
« without being conſulted, . or adviſed with, 
« Sc. And a little after „This Faculty is natu— 
« ral, not merely asa Principle in the Heare, 
«&c” This is what ſome later Authors have 
called Moral Senſe, which (as Mr. Hutcheſpn 
N well explain'd it · ) is, & that natural in- 
in Rind, or en Principle n we re- 
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(30 ) 
2 B % ceive amiable or diſagreeable Ideas of Actions, 
when they occur to our Obſervation, antecedent 
1 bo any Opinions of Advantage or Loſs to re- 
4 dound to from them. * Tis that by 
which we are led to judge how to regulate 

% our Elections among various Actions propo- 
64 ſed, or to find which of them has the grea- 
& teſt moral Excellency. IT his is ſo Sock 


like the Language of Dr. Clarke and his Fol- 


n that I am perſuaded, had they gone 
: in their Enquiries, why mult have got 
to chis natural Inſtinct, or moral Senſe.” Some 
of them, I know, do readily grant it. Whe⸗- 


cher they will all or no, I know not; but 1 


may venture to ſay, with Mr. Hutcheſon, that 
3 2 their Scheme is no otherwiſe ve, rds but 
upon a Suppoſition of a moral Senſe.”+ U 
n 
| chink f it an unſeaſ able Digreſſion, if I briefly 
examine into Ro 1 DL mne there i is for ſuch 
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ne Nu ion Pa" an innate Moral genſe - 
exammed and confuted. 


7 Hat Mr. Locle " has advanced againſt 
innate practical Principles, may as 
juſtly * applied to all thoſe Inſtincts, Paſſions, 
and Affections, which are generally look d up- 
on to be natural, and ee Sh Moral i 
Senſe, 
IN evident, chat if there were any guck 7 
Senſe or Princi ple implanted in human Nature, 
5 $a ght to be univerſal, as the true innate Prin- 

pr of ef If- love is. F or can any one imagine, 
in wiſe Author of Nature would create 
Beings, of the ſame Species with different 
ma Senſes, any more than with different 
external ones? Or would not this be the cer- 
tain and ready way to make them be perpetu- 
ally claſhing and oppoſing each other, ſince 
their different Inſtincts muſt neceſſarily 
prompt them to purſue as different Ends. But 
tis a Fact too notorious to be conteſted, that 
Mens Approbations and Diſapprobations are 
as different as the Cuſtoms and Notions of Policy 
in different Countries. Have not Theft, Expo- 
gc of n AER Men 1 5 Diverſion i * 
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Crimes are in the 


* 


publ ick Shews, an babes and Neven ge, and a 
thouſand things beſides (which would ſhock 
the Conſcience of every ſober Chriſtian) been 


allowed, practiſed, . and approved by whole 


Nations. Nor to mention the many Cruelties, 
Oppreſſions, and almoſt all other Enormities 
committed by Men, in Countries where ſuch 
general diſeountenanced, 
without the leaſt Compunction or Remorſe. 


And on the other hand, Hiſtory will furniſh - 


us 8 Variety of Inſtances, of Nations ha- 
ving ſtrong Antipathies or Averſions to Actions 
only from a received Notion of their being 
umatural. Moſt Men have ſuch an Averſion 


tao inceſtuous Love, to the Diſſection of human 


Bodies, as is by fome thoughr natural, They 
| have theſe Impreſſions not from a Conviction 
of their being immora/;' but they have been 
taught from their Infancy 


in the leaſt apprehend. No Man can ap- 


= 5 What he {ces is hurtful to himlelf, ot 


1 Thus 5 it is 79 MITE 3 os dead, 4 ; More 27 1 
„ Cuſtom, when it hath born a long and unqueſtioned Sway, 
i frequently puts on the Face and Reſemblan ce of natural 
* E of Nat. B.z. OS | 
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| to deteſt ſuch Pra- 
_ ices, F. and from thence are flrongly perſua-· 
add, that there is a natural Turpitude in 
q How this Difference of A probations 
and Arerſions can be IEEE 3 
ently the Hypotheſis of a Moral Senſe, 
Or innate Peeipl. of Benevolence, I cannot 


(633) 


cauſe the Princi ple of Self-love is natural ; and 5 


if benevolent Aﬀedtions were natural too, by 

Parity of Reaſon, no one could ever approve, 
or even be indifferent to Actions that were ap- 
parently malevolent. ' Upon this Scheme 4 
Nero, or a Hobbs, are impoſſible Characters. 

To anſwer, that Men as often act mens 50 
ſtently with their! own Happineſs, as with the 
publick Good, does not come up to the 
' Point, The former they can never do but by 
Miſtake, the latter they may by Deſign. Men- 
cannot approve an Action, becauſe tis hurtful 
to themlelyes, but they may, and i 
do, becauſe *tis hurtful to others, or elſe therg. 
can be no ſuch Characters as revengeful, en- 
vious, cruel. And this is as good a Proof der 
malevolent £ Affections being natural, as 1 
be brought for benevolent ones. 

Some have endeavoured to account for this. 
Diverſity of Opinions and Motives that Men 
act upon, conſiſtently with the moral Senſe, . 
by calling all thoſe barbarous and Monſters in 
their, Kind who differ from them, and 2 
ing, chat they have corrupted the Senſe, and 
then contracted. falſe Taſts, and vitious Aﬀec-- 
tions, ſo as to call Good Evil, and Evil Good. 
But is not this taking a thing for granted 
which tis impoſſible to prove? May not o- 
chers . W we ener ltere and cor- 
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4 34) 
rupted-our Orig inal Nature by Cuſtom and Ha- 
bit, as we can affirm ic of them *? Conſci- 


ence; may be pleaded for the worſt of Actions; 


and unleſs we go farther, and examine our 
Principles by Reaſon, it will be to little Purpoſe 
to call others abſurd and barbarous, becauſe they 
differ from us; or to ſay with the Szozcks, we act 
according to Nature; they contrary to Nature, 
ſince every thing will be called natural which 
Men have a ſtrong Fropenſity towards, without 
ſeeing a Reaſon Tor 4 it. The true Reaſon why 

Mien differ about the Rule of Action is, becauſe 
tis neither innate nor ſelf- evident, but muſt 


be traced out by a Chain of Reaſoning, and 


will therefore require no little Pains and Re- 
flection to diſcover it. Men may have falſe 
Opinions of the Will of the De ity, 
tions about che Summum Bonum, or falſe Judg- 


ments ek che e e cheir Actions, and 


"Tis xray 2 in n defence of 


Senſe, that tho there be a great — of 


moral Principles, and in conſeq 


the ſame Actions are ee and and d go. 
1 in e Nations NE 2 3 _ 


2 IS 2 
— —— 


| 1 « What Nation | In Vo ſo 93 on u kl as to 5 85 is. 

„ -own Manners  and-Proceedings ſhould be the Standard in 

« trying all others; and that whatever People did not e- 
Aly conform to its Madel. Thould be immediately 1 


_ **. nounced, barbarous and e Puſf endes W 
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falſe No- 
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1 ) 
is only a Difference about the Means of pur- 
ſuing the ſame general End, 'v/2; Publick- 
Good, which every one has at Heart +. * 
ven Robbers ſhew 2 moral Senſe in the e- 
qual or proportionable Diſtribution of the 
$ nay and in Faith to each other? [ Tis 
rpriſing that Men ſhould have a gene- 
r Diſpoſition to betray, rob, and plunder all 
Mankind, without Scruple, except thoſe (a 
few in Com pariſon) of their own particular 
Clan: and that this Juſtice to their Partners 
ſhould be imputed to # moral Senſe; or natu- 
ral benevolent Affections for Mankind. Is it 
not more probable that they act entirely up- 
on a Principle of Self love, that they are Ene- 
mies to Mankind in general, out of a View 


to their own Intereſt, and faithful to each o- 
| upe My _ W . View to ene or | 


rd ye they appre Nad it to be for 8 
Safory and Advantage? I cannot therefore 
| hia Complitnent to Mankind, as to fay . 

thar r chere Axe none without benevolelit Affec- 


— as to think that they are all of their 
on making, or acquire 


atural to Man, n 1 80 208 ee. love, 


— 5 — — . 


— — 


but muſt be ſo juſt to thoſe. that have 


1; and that there = 5 
no ong Frindiple chat can be called innate, r 
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(86) 

is a neceſſary Conſequence of Perception. The 
Qaſe ſeems to me to be this; when Men diſ- 
Cover, or are taught that Benevolence is ne- 

ceſſary for their Well-being in Society, or 
that the ſureſt way to private Happineſs is to 
do publickly uſeful Actions, and to 'abſtain 
from thoſe which are publickly hurtful, they 
will approve the former, and love the Agent, 
and diſapprove the latter, and hate the A- 
gent. But they, who are not ſenſible how 


0 1 
* 


nearly private and publick Happineſs are uni- 
ted and conjoined (as a great Part of Mankind 
tis to be feared are not), have no benevolent 
Affections, but are indifferent to the Happi- 
neſs or Miſery, the Virtue or Vice of every 


ver account for the principal Actions of hu- 


man Life; tis a Matter of Fact not to be con- 


* 4 "I , . & þ 8 
* 
r 5 „ 36 


(#7 Le 
A Conſequence too wide to be bier 8 tis 
zuſt as if a natural Philoſopher ſhould argue, 
that the Waters of the Sea ebbs and flow once 


in twelve Hours, therefore tis natural for them 


fo to do. Now, where a Phænomenon is ſolvd 
by an H ypotheſis, the moſt that can be con- 
cluded, is, that the Solution is poſſible or pro- 
bable, not that the true Cauſe is certainly aſ⸗ | 


ſign'd. But it this Caſe there is not even ſo 


much as that to be pleaded: in its Behalf; 'be- 
cauſe it rather reſolves the thing into an o 
cult Quality, an ignotum quid, than afl figns 
any: Cauſe why the Fact is & And therefore 


if we can go one Step hig her, and ſhew how 5 


they may be all acquired Opn the Hypo 
of Self ove, and that only being natural; it 
will then 1 hope be granted, if not that 8 
Solution is certainly wag yet at leaſt that ris 
poſlible, and therefore that there is no Neceſ- 
fity of recurring to a Moral Senſe, or natural 
Principle of Benevolence. The great Mr. 
Locle was the firſt who gave any Hints to- 
wards a Solution of this Phænomenon in ü : 
mam Nature, and his Scheme has lately been 
improved upon in 'a Preliminary Dif ration” 
to an Engliſh Verſion of A-B. King's Origin of 
N — * ner obſer ves, That Less 
| ſe roman in Me: Mind 8 1 
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FI 38) 
4 that tis very hard to +. them. They 
always keep in Company, and the one 
< ſooner at any time comes into the Under- 
e ſtanding, but its Aſecrate appears with it. 
Ry b This. ſtrong Combination of Ideas not allied 
4 by Nature, the Mind makes in itſelf, either 
voluntarily, or by Chance, and hence it 
« comes in different Men to be very different, 
« according to their different Inclinations, E- 
& qucations, Intereſts, &c.” And upon this 
Hypotheſis he gives a very rational Solution 
of the many unreaſonable Fears, Antipathies, 
and other whimſical Affections obſervable in 
moſt Men; and hints, that the Paſſions may 
be accounted. for in the ſame way, and in- 
ſtances I in Hatred or Averſion ariſing from the 
2 an Injury. Mr. Hutcheſon gives the 
ſame Account of 5545 he calls Secondary De- 
fires; ; as Ambition, Coyetouſneſs, Malice, Ge. 
And the Author of the Preliminary Diſſerta- 
fon before mentioned has carried his Enqui- 
ries farther, and ſhewn' clearly how we may 
trace the. Original of all che Paſſians obſerva- 
ble in human Nature. I ſhall take the Liber- 
E Bs Words + W e chis N 
1 e at 1 perceive or imagine 

Good, 7: e. nar wb to ö our 
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together and aſſociated in our Minds, that 
« orie cannot 
« alſo occur. 
«yen after that which at firſt gave them the 
. ConneCtion, is quite forgot, or perhaps does 
not exiſt, but the contrary. An Inſtanses r 
* hoy may perhaps make this clear. How 
| Men are there in the World who have 
« 28 ; firong a Taſte for Money as others have 
for Virtue, who count ſo much Money fo 


« much Happineſs, nay even ſell their Hap- 


« pineſs for Money; or to ſpeak more properly, 


« make the having Money, without any Deſign 


preſent itſelf but the other will 
And the Afociation remains e- 


« —— of uſing it, their ultimate End? - 


« But was this Pro _— to Money born with 
4 « chem? Or rat 


« « fog poſſeſſed" of Money, and from 


4 ſire iti thenoe endeavour to ob ain it, then 
« receive' an actual Pleaſure in obtaining it, 


« thence deſire to preſerve the Poſſeſſion of ĩt? 


« Hence, by dropping the intermediate Means 


„Did they not at firſt 
ceive a great 2 Advantages from be- 


«-perceive a Pleafure in having it, thence: de- 


between Money and ar they join 


« Money and Happineſs immediately toge- 
ther, and content themſelves with the Fan, 


4 K 


Means, be to them a real End, and what their 


ical Pleaſure of having it, and make 
that which was at firſt purſued only as a 


real Happineſs or Miſery conſiſts in. Thusthe® 


Connection between Money and Happinels 
4" Femail 22 en ne 
MON 1 cad 
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te ceas d Wee the ching S- ihetaRives, =<] 

the ſame manner we —— for = 
lenee, and the whole Tribe. of Publick Aﬀec- 
tions, which are in reality ſo many Habits of 
Aſſociations, and are eaſily acquired. Ar firſt 
2 Man perceives, or is taught from his Infan- 


cy, that as he lives in a facial State, fo his 


| Happineſs i is neceſſarily connected with that of 
other Men; that the Eſtcem of others is uſeful 
and neceſſary for him, and that this Eſteem 
is s Only to be procured: by beneficent Actions, 


and an inward Concern manifeſted by his 
* outward Actions for the Good of others.“ 


Hence he deſires the Happineſs of others, 
and joins. Pleaſure to that Idea, whence there 
is ſuch an Aſſociation formed, that the former 
never appears in the Mind without the 3 
that is, whenever he contemplates the Happi- 
neſs of another, he approves, or is pleas d 55 
it, without Reference to any farther End. 


0 This Benevolence is rooted in our Minds, and 


5 forgerting how it came there, we are apt to 


o this Purpoſe: 555 Bp. nn ae conſpiciunt. 
omnes operam hominis. alteri commodatam eflicere poſſe, ut 
Homo vivat, conſervetur.—-Sentiunt inſuper omnes Benevolerx 
tiam ſuam non ſe tantum & paucos ſed & valde multos juvare 
poſſe ; cum alios videant fibi Korſus ſimiles, a o illis vicem re- 
pendi poſſe, plurimiſq; ope mutui tonis fingutos cumulari poſſe 
non poſſunt non EE, ; quz quidem omnibus defutura ſunt 
eorumq; loco ſingulis innumera © impendere vitæ Diſerimina 
ſummamq; Egeſtatem, ſi ſibi ſolis proipicientes finguli in alios 
eſſent 7 maleyoli De Leg. Nat. Cap. 1: f. 14. Ses alſo 
Puffendorf*s Law of Nat. who well accounts for  Friendfvip,. 
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think it natural, and act upon it as a Princi- 
ple entirely diſtinct from Self-love. And thus, 
tho Falte Happineſs is the F oundation upon 
which all our rational Actions are built, yet 
it does not follow from thence that we. have 
no other Motive to Action: That is the Stock 
upon which a great many different Branches 
are engrafted. We may at firſt purſue a cer- 
nin End (ſuppoſe the Happineſs of others) 
from the Motive of Self- love, afterwards for- 
get that firſt Motive, and purſue the End en- 
tirely for its own Sake, by which means it 
becomes an ultimate End, and influences us 
as ſuch. And in the ſame Manner we may 
account © for the ſudden Approbation, and 
60 violent Senſe of ſomething amiable in Ac- 
«tions done in diſtant Ages and Nations, 

« while the Approver has never thought of 
* thoſe diſtant Tendencies to his Happineſs” * * 
For upon this Hypotheſis tis not nece | 
that any ſuch Tendency ſhould be Knows, 
imagined, or thought of; becauſe a conſtant 
Habit of 5 virtuous Actions for the 
fake of their good Tendency towards private 
Happineſs in general, makes us love and be 
lated. with them, when no ſuch Tendency 
Iss apprehended; juſt as in the Tnſtance above, 
1 a_ frequent Deſire of Money for the Fe de 
| the W We * wh archgle, Ae 5 
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becomes a Love of Money as uch, and turns 
a Means into a real End. TIs the conſtant 
Indulgence of a Deſire, and the frequent Re- 
W LA and Attention to it, that begets 
Aſſeciations of Ideas, as frequent- 

12 2 en 1555 their Reaſon, and make 
che leſs obſerving and judicious Part of the 
World think, chat this is the Effect of the 
natural Frame and Temper of their Minds. 
Thus Men are faid to be narurally of a good 
or bad Temper, 
cious, meek or proud, calm or paſſionate, 
forgiving or revengeful ; when nothing of 
theſe different Diſpoſitions are owing to their 
Nature or particular Frame, but to either a 


_ deſigned or accidental Aſo 


bciation of Ideas. 

A great deal more might be brought from 
| Obſervation and Experience, in Confirmation 
of the Truth of what I have offered: and I 
am confident, chat the more diligent and ac- 
curate Obſerver a Man is of human Nature, 
he will be fo much the more confirmed in the 
Opinion, chat all our Paſſions and Affections 
are not innate but acquired. But as I fear the 
Reader will think I have already digreſſed too 
far from the Queſtion in debate: I hall now 
_ diſmiſs this Point, only adding an Obſerva- 
tion or two, by way of Appli cation ow it to 
the Subject of Morality. And 

11. Lobſerve that this Moral Senſe c: can be 
285 of vo uſe towards ſettling the fundamental 


8 


Rule 


that is, benevolent or mali- 
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Rule or Guide to us how to act, becauſe we 
muſt have a pre-eſtabliſhed Notion or Opini- 
on, what is morally Good or Evil before it 
can operate. For tis by this ſettled judg- 
ment or Opinion, that we have amiable or 
diſagreeable Ideas of Actions apprebended to 
be morally Good or Evil. An Action is not 


morally Good becauſe a approved, nor morally 


Evil becauſe diſapproved; but tis approved 


| becauſe apprehended to be morally. Good, or 
wy hear becauſe morally Evil; that is, 


Approbation or Diſlike is nor antecedent 
5 ubſequent to our Apprehenſion of the 
moral Good or Evil in Actions. 3 


_ _ 2dly. Since it has been ſhewn, chat Moral ; 


Obligation as built upon theſe ſuppoſed Fitneſſes 
muſt reſolve at laſt into Conſcience or the Mo- 


ral Senſe, and alſo that this Senſe is not of Na- 


ture's forming but acquir'd by Cuſtom, Edu- 


cation or accidental Aſſociations, and as ſuch, 
may be directed to either proper or improper 
Objets, may lead us either to, Happineſs or 
Miſery, and accordingly is in F act found to 
be very different in different Men; tis evident 
that its Determinations can be no certain Rule 
to act by, no ſolid Foundation to build Morali- 


ty upon. A ſtrong Perſuaſion of Mind taken 


up without a rational Enquiry upon Prejudice 


or any other falſe grounds can never be ſuffi- 


dient to make an Action good or innocent, ©: 
-J ag to be according to thoſe Men, who 


Helen * Mx 


N apo 
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tion, only fly to this internal Principle which 
18 ſup ppos d to check and reprove us for every 
Violation of the Fitneſſes of things. Surely all 
Errors in Opinion are not innocent, nor every 
Conſcience right; for if fo, then Rebellion, 
Sacrilege, Perſecution and all other Crimes 
may be look d upon as excuſable at leaſt, if not 
5 mg cauſe Conſcience always may 
be, an 


ence, and ſhall be uneaſy and felf-condemn'd 
if we do not, but this is no Proof that ſuch 
Actions are 


dent to every one Who has but heard of an er- 


: roneous Conſcience, Upon the whole, the Fit- 


| = and Unfitneſs of things fo much talk d of, 
: my, when « 

an aptneſs to raiſe Approbations and Diſ-appro- 

-  bationsof Actions in the obſerver; and (2) yer 
theſe are accidental, moſtly what Fancy, or 
Cuſtom, or Authority (all built upon reju- 


dices) pleaſes; and if i. be allow d, that Vir- 


tue ain Vice are independent of theſe and 
| _ & real, it follows, that 
f higher than theſe. ah/ _— 
out Obligation from ! 
fuch as the World is mort ed about, we 
prod eee continue in the Dark, anc italk 


8 
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generally is, pleaded by Perſons guilty 
of ſuch ſort of Enormities. Every one grants 
that we ought to act according to our Conſci- 


always innocent, as muſt be evi- 


lain'd, neceflarily terminate in 


— >; and trace 
" Reaſon, and 


- which no Body underſtands 1 
at is 3 in A NONE 3 may 
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ung towards Nadin theſe Gen- 
debe out rd the Miſt they ſeem to have been 


in; as my conſtant Endeavour Has been to find 
out and repreſent their Meaning as clearly and 


fairly as I could, in order to put the Contro— 
verſy upon an intelligible Footing, and bring 
the Cauſe to an Iſſue. However, if I have 


not been ſo happy as to underſtand them yet * 
I ſhould be 2 to be better inform'd, What 
they mean by theſe Words; Eternal Relation, 
Abſolute Fitneſs, Natural Congruity, Moral OB. . 
ligation, Duty, Right, Reaſonable Preferable, 
&c. I have explaitſa them as Well a8 1 could; 
not in a Senſe peculiar to my ſelf, but as (5) Sri. 


ling c) Lock, (d) Puffendorf, (e) Barbeyrac, 
(ee (Pry a be i 
ve 


yy 8 waer. ©. J. . 4. The ok of the 8 

Law of Nature depends upon the Wi/7 of God, and therefore be 

Obligation muſt come from him, it being in the Power of no 

2 Lenke puniſh for the breach of a Law, but thoſe WhO had 
tive Power to cauſe the Obligation to it. 

* LocÞs Eſſay, B. 2. g. 28. 5 5 and 8 before cited, — . 1. „ 
c. 3. $18, If Virtue be taken for Actions conformable to God's . 
Will, or to the Rule preſeribed by God; which 3 is the rae and * 8 
* Mea * tr of Virtue, &. _ 2 

ufendorf*s Law of Nature, B. 1. c. 2. 56. I does not 
124 how we can conceive any [moral] Goodneſs or Turpitude | 8 
before all Law, and without the Impoſition of a Superior. 

(%) Barbeyrac in Loc. To ſay an Action is honeſt or diſheneſt 
in its own Nature without any — to ths Appointment of FS 
17 r Cap. 5. 4 27... Obli - 

umber af. 5. 27. | igatio: eft : 
Adus Legiſlatoris quo Actiones Legi ſuz conformes — quibus 

Lex ſertur neceſſarias eſſe indicat. Actio autem agenti rationali 
tunc zeceſſaria eſſe intelligitur, cum certum eſt eam contineri in 
caufis neceffaris 1 2 F elicitatem illam, quàm naturali- : 
tut * neceſſari | 


* Parker's Dane of Law of "Nat, Part I $ 31. To ll 
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have underſtood e To confirm this I have 
thrown a few Citations into the Margin, chief. 
ly for the ſake of a Gentleman who pretends 


chat all the learned World are on his and Dr, 


Clarke's Side, and that the Author of the Nat. 


and Oblig. of the Sacraments © is quite fongu- | 


ar in his Nations, and without. one fingle 
Authority to a on his Side, except a 
= 3 of Hull. (Compar. Excel. & 
Oblig. of M. and P. Duties, p. 2.) It would 
e. that Declaimer to be more reſerved 
: and ſparing of his Cenſures, and not to pro- 
nounce ſq authoritatively (as his Manner is) 
till he has read more, or can judge better who 
are for him, and who againſt him. 
© Having fad | enough to ſhew what Principles 
we go upon in deducing moral Obligation, in 
. oppoſition ta the Scheme advanc'd by Dr. 
_ Clarke, I ſhall next proceed to confider what 
has bern affered by way of Objection to the 
_ Supplement ta the Treatiſe on tbe Sacraments, 


in wo late Pampblets, the one call'd, The 


true Foundation of Nat. and Rev. Relig. in Re- 
_ ply to the Suppl. &c. The other; Some Refiec- 


Trans on ge: And . Duties MF Mr, 


Chubb, © 


3 RF” Ye 


us chat Na — N us e is 0 7 r at all, 
unſeſs ou would inform us too, by what Sanctions this Nature 
dies her Obligations upon us. For there can be no pron 
Ant is not enfore d by Rewards and Penalties. | 
To theſe might be added ſeveral more, all the beſt Moraliſts 


a 4 being on our Side, Grotius only and Clart on the otber. See par- 


. 1 RE OY: * 5 it in His . 
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1 8 to be ae chat theſe Wikey 
keep chiefly on the offenſive, and are 
* Dealers in Objections; finding it not ſo 
eaſy to build a Syſtem of Morality upon their 
Principles. Moſt of what they have offered 
has been obviated already, as a true Syſtem 
being eſtabliſhed, all others contrary to it 
muſt fall of courſe. But becauſe I would not 
be wanting to common Readers, I ſhall exa- 
mine diſtinctly every thing that "has been of- 
fered, which bears the Face of an Be- = 
ment. 3 862 
1 objected, e tie Word Low does 
not always ſtand * for the Command of 4 Su. 
pertor, but ſometimes fignifies a Rule o "as. 
ad. to the fame Purpoſe Mr. Ghz k 


i being the — of. a — + bf i ” : 1 
nas it is a' Rule of Action to intelligent Be: | 


„ ings.” . Well: but what is a Law then ED I 
Why the Author of the Reply | 


this Senſe ?— 
1 «Tis the Rule which 8 


- of 4 88 ae — T7 12 7 — — — 
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which is the Rule of the Practice of Moral 
Agents. A very ſhrew'd Definition! Law, 
Rule, Obligation, Sc. are hard Words, we 
ſee, to a Man who ſets aſide the Conſidera. 
tion of Happineſs or Miſery. In a former 
Pamphlet *, an Obligation was a Tie, and 
now a Law: is 4 Rule, and à Rule is that 


that this Author had propoſed to himſelf Mr. 
| Serjeant's Sure-footing + for his Rule of ar 

ing, Who proves Tradition to be a. Rule, . 

cauſe @ Rule it a Rule. Tis however very 


evident that he has no ſettled determinate I 


deas of theſe Words, becauſe he is always in 
n. when he comes: to explain them, a 
Certain Sign that a Man's Head is in Confuſion, 

or that he has raken things upon truſt, - But 


do conſider che Objection,—— What is a Law 
Alion without a Superior? Tis a 


or Rule of 4 
_ Law without 4 Sanction; a Law which there 
1 0 to put in Execution; 7, e. a 
Law e an Obligation, or a Law and 
no Law. But perhaps the Meaning i 

4 Rule of Action, che Breach @f- ' I 


bas the Sanctiom of poſitive 


- . nifkiments. *Bur'(befides' that the Confideraticin 
of cheſe Inconvenicacies-is expteſly, excluded 


| both "by Dr:"Clorke t and dis Auchor) f 


"-— Defence of the Antw. to Rem. p. 7. see * 
Fog to Tillatjon's Seim. Val 14 1 Nat ard Rev. Rel. 
"= 1. * 7. P 218. 4 1 N the Supp), P. 165. . 


N 


"which regulates One would be apt to ſuſpect 


d with natural Inconveniencies, with 


x” - 
anſwer, there can be no Morality in comply- 
ing with any Rule except when perfect ade 
quate one, the Will of God: A Phyſician may 
preſcribe a Rule of Dyet, and perſuade his 
Patient to comply therewith ; but ſuch a Com- 
pliance is never look'd upon to be moral, be- 
cauſe. the Phyſician not having, the Happineſs 
and Miſery of the Patient in his Power, can 
never bind him to the Obſervation of his Pre- 
ſcriptions. If it be ſaid, that the Patient may 
be convinc'd-of the Fitneſs of che Rules given 
him to preſerve his Health, and therefore 7s 
8 to comply with them upon a Principle 
of elt. intereſt, and therefore fuch'a Compli- 
ance! is moral; 1 anſwer, that tis not every 
Action done upon a View ts Self. Intereſt or 
private Happineſs: that can be called Marul, 
but only ſuch as are referred to the Summum 
Bonum, and are compared with the Rule 
founded upon that; and tis not Rule 
which- is properly moral, but only ſuch an 
one as is adequate and complete, becauſe tis 

dience to that only which can ſecure our 
Hoppineſs i in the main, and therefore will be 
always obligatory, which Morality is under- 
n Self. Intereſt, or: Selfiſhneſs, are 
Wards importing a Conformity of Acti-⸗ 
ons to the Rule of temporal or worldly: 
reſt, which no doubt is fit or reaſonable, - 
where it does not claſh or interfere with that 
of ao Lite, which ought always to. be 
* wow. 
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( 50 
taken into the Account: but this is never cal 
led Virtue, but Prudence. But poſtponing a 
preſent Intereſt or Pleaſure, for the ſake of 
a future Reward, is rational and it, and pro- 
perly moral, becauſe done in Conformity to 
the Will of Gad (the only adequate Rule of 
Action) founded upon the Proſpect of private 
Happineſs upon the whole. What is there in 
all this that can be applied to the ſupreme 
Being? Yes: Tis faid, “ there muſt be a 
« Rule of Action to all intelligent Agents, and 
therefore to the ſupreme Being, and that 
4 Nule i is a Law, and thence comes Obliga- 
„ Do Which Ianſwer, That God's own 
Will ond WI 1 together are his whole Rule 
| of \ton 18 ſeeking the Happineſs of his 
Creatures, reſolves into his Inclination or Will; 


but his chuſing ſuch Means for it (after che 


primary Act of Volition is fix d) reſolves into 


his N iſdom. His on Perfections; his own 


Nature dictates, regulates and directs, yet he 
falls not under Law or Obligation: unleſs it 
can be ſaid, that he is obliged to be perfect, or 
is obliged to be what he cannot Ha bb be, which 


is as much as ſaying that he exiſts in Virtue of 


ſome Law, which Is Nonſenſe, or reſolves in- 
to a Principle extrinſick. The Reply denies 
chis Caſe to be parallel, +: becauſe. © Obliga- 


tion 2 Will 0 —— anc d Power 
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to act otherwiſe; whereas God's Exiftence is 
not an Act of Will, but is ſtrictly neceſſaryʒ 
# he cannot but exiſt. ” His Exiſtence is ſtrict. 
ly neceſſary; and is he not as neceſſarily good? 
Whatſoever Neceſſity he exiſts by, by the ſame 
is he wiſe, good and perfect; and conſequent- 
ly *cis as abſurd to ſay he is obliged to act ac- 
cording to Goodneſs as to exiſt : he cannot 
2 24 in ſuch a Manner. Obligation pre- 
ppoſes Will and Chorce; but then it is arbi- 
oe Will and Cboice, and is never applica- 
ble 4 Caſes which, though: voluntary, are not 
free. A Man cannot be ſaid to be obliged to 
love himſelf; becauſe tis impoſſible he ſhould 
do otherwiſe ; tis impoſſible he ſhould chuſe 
to be eternally miſerable rather than eternally + 
happy. So God's chuſing what is good, is'not 
free, tho voluntary: He cannot chuſe Evil 
becauſe he is perfect: It would be Imperfec- 
tion to chuſe Evil, it is his natural neceſſary 
Ferfection 10: be above. the Capacity of chu- 
ſing amiſs; and fo he can no more chuſe Evil 
than he can ceaſe to exiſt. His moral Perfec- 
tion here reſolves into natural, and both are 
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e i 
= Oh Mr. Chubb objects, * « © That if; it depends 
cc upon the Will of God, what ſhall conſti- JM 


: 6 | tute Good and Evil, Right and Wrong, 
=p * then all. theſe Rand 8 a e os 


15 1 
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* » Reſin, on M. ad f. Dur. p. 37. 
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Man 
ons of a perfect Being be precarious and uncer- 


Cad)... 
„ becauſe God may be conſtantly ater. 


is Will,” Hoy can the Determinati- 


rain? When it is proved that God is good 
(Which I have ſhewn may be done 4 poſterio- 
71) and alſo that he is independent, which fol- 


lows from his neceſſary Exiſtence, or Exiſtence | 


without Cauſe *, eee eee Conſequences 
that he is immutable, and therefore his Will is 


eternally. and unalterably the ſame. And this 


may be an Anſwer to the Queſtion, the other 


Author whom I am concerned with propoſes, 


„ + how. we 12 God to be eh 
« wiſe and good 2 th to prove him au 
wiſe and good, is to 4 ove him neceſſarily ſo, 


not ꝓutting Neceflity as caſual, but negatively; 


chat as there can be no Cauſe for his changing, 
he cannot change (becauſe every Change is an 
Effect, and 22 a Cauſe) as he cannot 


ceaſe to exiſt, any more than a Being can g 
richour Cauſe. We firſt argue from 


to exiſt w 
Fact, and then proceed upon ſuppoſing what 
we have proved concerning the Divine Nature, 
to carry our Enquiries farther by rational De- 


1 h YH, þ whetner Sg are : cls * 


1 PEI by * 


ö * See 1. Proof Wo this f is an ing nious „ called, | 
. Ant Enyuity inte th. Evidence. off the rr we "on; and bY 20. 
printed at Cambridge, 1728. 


Suppoſing human . ind dann Affair to be rt 


6 ME: 4” no the Law of Nature, tho' it ow'd its original 
V Inſtitution to the free Pleaſure of God, remains firm and im- 


„% moveable. Puffendorf's Law of Nat: B. „ ns. 
Pi Fg to Suppl. p. 2 _ x3 


cogent, 


SM == 
cogent, I leave to the Reader to judge; but 
muſt inſiſt upon it 8 oppoſition to Shy 1 
ſaid in the Reply“) 2 Method of Argu- 
mentation is right in point of Logic, 
III. 'Tis objected by Mr. Chubb, + © That 
„God cannot will Things to be. otherwiſe 
than they are in their own Natures; he 
4 cannot will any thing to be Good or Evil, 
* which was not ſo before the Exerciſe of his 
« Volition, becauſe this is to ſuppoſe a Power 
« in God to conſtitute a Difference, when 
© there is none in Nature”? To which I an- 
(wer, that if by the Nature of things be 
meant any thing more than the Mode and Cir- 
cumſtances of their Exiſtence, tis an extrin- 
fick Principle, an Anima Mundi, fomething I 
can form no Idea of. Bur if it ſignifies rhe 
fame, then I ſay that the Narures of all things 
are what he of his own good Will and Plea- 
ſure determined them to be, foraftnuch as their 
Eſſences, Forms, and Modes of Exiſtence, are 
all owing to his Will: And therefore, to fay 
that God cannot make things to be ocherwiſe 


than they are in their own Nature, or confti- 
tute a Difference where there is none, is as 
much as to ſay, he cannot create things in a 
different Manner from that which he deter- 
mined they ſhould be created in, nor will the 
rwo oppoſite Sides of a Contradiction at the 
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ſame time. He cannot ill as Tee ſhould 
have the Nature of Fire, or Light be the ſame 
as Darkneſs ; becauſe he has already Seen 
ned that they ſhould have different Natures. 

The ſame Objection ſet in another Light, i is 
brought by the Author of the Reply to Suppl.“ 
He ſeems ſurpriſed to hear, 4 6 Actions 
« which 1 
* out God's Command, ſhould upon his 
* Command, commence Virtues and put 
on Obligation.” One would have thought, 
that a Man of much leſs Penetration than 
this Author pretends ta he, might eaſily have 
por oyer this Difficulty, even upon his own 

* 


potheſis. For do not the Relations and 
Circumſtances changing, change the very Na: 
ture of the Action from Good to Evil, 6 vice 
2 The material Part of all Actions are 
ifferent in a moral Senſe: and the Formal:- 
cy of them muſt be learn'd from the Circum- 


ſtances the Agent is in, and the Relarion of the 


Action to ſome known Law. To kill a Man, 
is an Action neither good nor bad, fit nor un- 
fit ab/olutely in itſelfif but it may be one or 
_ Cother, according to the different Circumſtan- 
ces the Agent is in. It would be Madneſs and 


Folly for a Man to hazard his Life, or ſubmit 
to Hlardhi 85 Reſtraints, oy Self-denials, with- 
out ſome wuivalent, in Hand or in Proſpect; I 


but it Tony be Wiſdom and Prudence to do itin 


ky 0 12, „ See Pufendorf” s Law of Nat. B. 5 
S125! N 1 ho Ob ? 


d be Folly and Madneſs with- | 
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Hopes of a ſufficient Ravorkpence Abraham 
muſt have been mad, or worſe, if he had deter- 

mined the Sacrifice of his Son without a Divine 
Command; but when God had required it of 
him (in whom he could ſecurely reſt and con- 
fide) it then commenc'd Duty and Virtue, and 
Abraham's Obedience was imputed unto him 
for Rightoouſheſs" : and he was called the Friend' 
of God. Mr. Chubb indeed condemns Abra- 
ham for his ready Compliance in this Inſtance, 

and he might with as much Reaſon blame 
God for enjoining it. From whence we ſte 
What a' pernicious and dangerous Error it is 
to place Morality in any thing elſe chan the 
Will of the Deity. And I muſt own, whatever 
the Author of the Reply has ſaid +, I cannot 
but think, we pay a greater Compliment to it 
by referring i it thither than any where elſe; 
becauſe the Divine Command is the only 
Thing that can make an Action fitting upon 
the Whole. It is Fallacy and begging the 
Queſtion to ſay, that this or that Act ion is Jt- - 
ting, or fit to be done, only becauſe it may be, 


beneficial alſo to the Agent himſelf, other- 
wife tis fitting only ſecundum quid, and not 
 Smpliciter, fit in a certain Reſpect, not ſo up- 

on the whole. But God's Command being al. 
1 ! even _— rer ech ſhews' 


8 . F ; 5 
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St. Famer 5 23 om HE to his previous Queſtion, 
p. 18. Caſe of Alralum conſider, p. 241. in 4. 4 P. 18. 


en, pe the 
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or will be beneficial to ſome body. It muſt be 


{ 56 'E 8 

the Action to bea imply or upon the 
Whole, or rather cakes it fo; aud den, it 16 
e and obi u, . 

If we m_ talk in the Language of hel 
Advocates. for  Fitneſſes, we ſhould call the 
Fitnefſes which.they ſpeak of, partial Fitneſſes, 
or rather Unjitneſſes, as wanting the moſt eſſen- 
tial Fart of che Fitneſs of an Action, viz. Be- 
neficialneſs to the Agent himſelf. God's Com 
mand ſupplies that Part of. Fitneſs before 
wanting, and makes it now wiſe and fitting 
to: chuſe, what befere could not have been 
wiſely choſen, being unſitting: for what is not 


It upon the whole, is really unfit, How ab- 


ſurd is it chen ti throw — Utility 
quite out of the Queſtion? H it would be 
unreaſonable and fooliſh: for a Man to forfeit 
his Life for the ſake of Truth (whether it be 
for aſſerting the Ant ipodes, or any thing elſe) 
upon a Proſpect of a future State of Rewards, 
Will it be equally fo, to do it for the ſake of 
1 Or if to work for another 
Man when he has not employ'd you, 3 
you, be Madneſs and Folly, chen 
ta do his Buſineſs. when: he has: ſer vou at 
Vork and will pay you for it, is the ſame 


i althing fooliſh: in itfelf” can b 


« * nal and f fir 155 being commanded, 1 fear ce 
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; Madneſs: and Folly? Aſk but your Servant 
what he thinks of this Argument. -Yeu-alk. U 
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know. what lick ;/h in igſelf means, except when 
tis eee to foaliſd Arguments: That may 
be folly in one Man, which would be Wiſdom, 
in another; and that Religion may be bad at 


one Time ie is good at another; as it 


be wiſe and 1 for a legiſlative Power to. 
enact different Laws at different Seaſons, accor-- 
ding as the Subjects are. in different Circum- 
ſtances, or of en Tempers, Capacities and 


Powers. 


This Obj eRion-i is 3 the, fa. wich "I 
a late Libeller of Chriſtianity has offered a- 
gainſt an inſtituted Religion po God be im- 
mutable, Religion muſt be ſo 2 700 4 e fame to all. 
Men. If he — only: conſider, chat though 
God be unchangeable, Men are changeable;, 
he would eaſily ſee, that ſometimes one Reli- 
may be fit, ſometimes another, according 
as the Satzes are under different Circumſtan- 
ces; that it would be Madneſs. and Folly in us 
to obſerve. the Religion of the Jeus, which 
yet it was once Wiſdom and Prudence for 
them to ae The whole Abſurdity is 
built upon a We Fitneſs and 8 
abſolute in ae es (Words without Senſe: or 
Meaning) as if no Circumſtances could: a 
the Nature of an Action, and CHang * 


finels iro a Fitneſs, or the chmee che 


in reality all the Fitneſs of an Action ariſes = 


＋ 


« _# * 


* Action, as to any F itneſs or Unfitneſt is 
d at 'the ſame time- | 

IV. The Author of the Reply, &c* Engen 

vours to ſhew; that all Morality lies in Spe- 

culative Truth, and objects to our Scheme, 


that we judge of i it from Convenience or Incon- 


wentence only. The right Uſe of our Facul- 


« ties (ſays he) is to examine and compare the 


„Relations of things. And is not the Rela- 
tions of things to our own Happinefs, a very 
material Relation worth examining into? 
you ſet that aſide, you might as well ſay, chat 
the only true and right Uſe of our Faculties is 


to ſtudy Geometry, tho Poverty and Ruin 


were the inevitable Conſequences of it, or tho 


we were in Arcbimedess Condition, with De- 


ſtruction and Fire about our Ears. Specula- 


tive Trutb is as far from Moral Obligation as 
Indolence from real Happi neſs; in ſhort, you 


may harangue as aq as you pleaſe upon to 


and two being equal to four, or of paral 
- ws being every where equally diſtant, "ig 


vo can ſhew its Relation to his Happineſs. 
But it ſeems there is a certain Agreement of 
moral] Ideas, which does not de 


4 the Will or Command of God, or upon 


«© Convenience to ourſelves.” / {Probably there 
i er be ſuch to you ga 1 ere oy Foe 


ing chang d. ihe very Natore of 


to a rational Being any farther than 


00) 

me tell him, that tis only a wrong Aſſociation. 
of Ideas (which at length becomes a Habit) 
without any diſtinct Reaſon at all. And to fay 
that in ths. Caſe, of Moral Ideas it ſignifies - 

nothing whether I am to be Gainer or Lo- 
* ſer,” ſeems to me to be banihing Morality 
out of the World, as all the Relation in moral 

Ideas that I can poſſibly diſcern, is the Rela- 


tion of certain Actions to the Ae 8 e 1 5 


e 
MIX. Chubb a ots to > the Goa. S aſe &, 

That Rewards N Puniſhments don't alter che 
Nature of our Duty, becauſe a Rule of Ac- 
tion is, in order of Na ature, before the San- 
« Cions which are annexed to enforce it, that | 
js, a Law or Rule of Action does not become 
40 reaſonable by having great and yaluable 

« things promiſed to thoſe who keep it, &c.” 
To which I anſwer, That Sanctions of Re- 


Vards and Puniſhments don't indeed affect the 


Reaſonableneſs Fe he = 0 b regard to Fee 
Impoſers, but with regard to the Subjects they . 
: ing nay generally are all the . — they 
have for their Obedience. If therefore you 
apply reaſonable to the latter, the Aſſertion is 
falſe, if to the former, tis impertinent. A 
Law is good for nothing any farther than O- 
bedience Pit is to be attended with Happi- 

neſs, Diſobedience with Miſery. Take a-wwyß 
the > Sanetions 9 Aa . . > N 58 
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the very Eſſence of it at the b Time. 
But the Author of the Reply, -&c. 

farther, God does not follow theſe Fitneſſes, 
they are ſuited to his Convenience 
« © or. Intereſt, nor becauſe they are founded 

* upon any Law or Command.” True; and 
his is the very Reaſon why moral Agency or 
Virrue cannot be applied to him. He can have 
no foreign Motive to influence or direct him; 
all is owing to his own intrinſic Inclination to 
communicate Hap 
it an unwarrantable Liberty which theſe Gentle- 
men take, in applying the ſame Obligation, Mo- 
tives, Duty, &e. to the Almighty and his Crea- 
cures. + For, who that has uſed the leaſt Re- 
flection on theſe Subjects, does not ſee that the 
Manner, Neaſons, Moti ves, cc, of God's Ac- 


tions muſt be as different from thoſe of Men, 
as Heaven is from Earth. He is independent, 


 Infinitely perfect, and infinitely happy in him- 
ſelf. "All created Beings are dependent, ſub- 
2 Error, capable as well of Miſery as 
And as they were created only to 


Hap 
obtain Happingſi, they muſt be ſenſible chat tis 


the Wille ee een 
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| az Pœna Violatoribus Legis 
Rt Conſtituta. Puſien de OF, Hom. S. C. 2. f. 7. To the 


| 5 ſame Purp le ſays land in Proleg . 4. 6. Manifeſtum eſt eas 
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mulgatæe. f See the Abſurdity of this well ſhewn by Puffend- 
38 82 C. 3 *. Pte Eth. ad Nicom. L. 2 C.8. 
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pineſs: I cannot but think 


— - wibil aliud ſunt, quam ejuſmodi Propoſitio- 
nes Practices eum annexis Penis præmijſq; ab auctore idoneo pro- 
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Reaſon dictates to them, chat they Loud look 
char as their weren, Bonn, dhe old 

mate End of all their Aﬀtions., © 


V. He goes on to obje&t 4, char e if this be 
true (via. that Moral Obligation is founded 
in private Happineſs) then no Reaſon can be 
4. 8 for publick Spirit, when there is no 
$6 and of God“ If chis Writer had 
en any Reaſons for it which were not foun- 
ded upon a Proſpect of Happineſs in this Life 
or a Reward in the next, I ſhould have been 
glad he would have favour'd us with ſome of 
them. For a Man to hazard his Life for the 
Good of his Country, is a noble and exalted 
Inſtance of Chriſtian Heroffm ;: becauſe tis ſet- 
ting afide the Confideration of à preſent leſs 
Evil, for the ſake of obtaining a future greater 
Good; fince he is well ald that his lighe 
Affliction, which is but for a Moment, work- 
eth for him à far more exceeding and eternal 
Weight of Glory But however truely great 
this would be upon ſuch a P 3 yet, if we 
ſet afide the Confideration of a furure Reward, - 
and alF is ſuppoſed to be at an End when this | 
periſhing Scene is cloſed; I muſt inſiſt upon it 
| 18 more, that it would 5 me and Fol- 
y to part with one Grain Happineſs here. 
Whatever fine things may be ſaid of 7he brave 
3 irits 1 the — 2 Pagans, I muſt chink, 
1 | e * ave! as 1 * their Lives 
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a fantaſtical Notion of Honour, without any 
Hopes of a future Reward, made a very fool- 


iſh Bargain: unleſs they thought the Diſgrace 
and Obloquy of refuſing to act as they did, 


would have made Life not worth the enjoying, 


if they had refuſed. Præſtat per virtutem e- 


mori, quam per Dedecus vi vere. Better die gal- 
lantly than live in Diſgrace, might oſten be 
The Notions of the Stoics indeed pretty well 
agreed with this Gentleman's; they miſtook the 
Means for the End as he does, and ran into 


the Enthuſiaſtic Notion. (for ſuch I muſt call 


it) of Virtue being a lovely Form, amiable in 


itſelf, ' and deſirable without farther End.“ 
Tullh's Offices are full of more ſublime and ge- 

nerous Principles, than the Principles of the 
New Teſtament, he muſt ſay, if he was to 


ſpeak out · f. Call them ſublime and generous, 
or hat you pleaſe, and call ours grovelling 


Mean: ſpiritedneſi, yet unleſs you can give a 
Reaſon for it (for Exclamations are not Rea- 
ſons) you had better have ſaid nothing.. E= 
very one knows, that Twlly has carried his No- 


tions much higher than any Man of Senſe 


* Replyto Suppl. p. 35. f see Hebrews wi. 


kes the Means for 


— 


— 


+ Tho we could argue never fo fairly, this Action is ſui- 
<« table to the Excellency and Dignity of Man, and therefore 


<< honeſt; and to be perfornr'd, yet this doth not furniſh us with 


<< any clear or certain Knowledge, in which our Minds +7 7 
Gcly, without farther Enquiry. Puff. Law of N. B. 2. C. 3. 
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the End. Aſſ him why a Man ought to bel 
grateful to his Benefactor, or ſuffer for the 
Good of his Country, he will give you this 
Reaſon, tis honeſtum or decorum, which (if you 
ſtop there). can be but poor Satisfaction to a 
rational Enquirer. Tully was a wiſe and a good 
Man; but he had contracted ſuch ſtrong Aﬀo- 
ciations of Ideas in favour of Virtue, that. in 
his Praiſes of it he ſtopt ſhort of the true ra- 
tional Foundation. Epicurus s Notions were 
in that Reſpect much wiſer, and more Phi- 
loſophical than either Zeno's or Tullys. Tem- 
Seven. Fortitude, Friendſhip, and the whiter” 
ircle of Virtues were, according to his No- 
tions, all valuable, and what a wiſe Man * 
would chuſe to live up to; but they were 
only valuable, as tending towards ſome 
more remote End, as leading towards the 
Summum Bonum, which was ihn, Private Hap- 
| ging This Writer is a little unhappy in 
: bringing in Epicurus as of his 3 unleſs 
de had a Mind to convince t he was as 
. | little. acquainted with Pagan Philoſophy, as 
with Chriſtian Divinity. 1 here is ſcarce ano- 
cher Sect but the Epicurean, but what are Fa- 
r vourers of his Opinion; and therefore it was 
: very ill gueſs d to fix upon Epicurus for ſay ing 
that Ingratitude was * in itſelf, and con- 
Nad to Nature. His Friend Tully would have 
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4 ht him better, if he had conſulted his firſt 
. 2 Finibus, where ANIL — 
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«+ phy is ſet forch at large, and at che beſt "WY 
rage. To lave him ſome. Trouble, I ſhall tran- 


ſcribe a Paſſage on two into the Margin. f . 
Under this Article it may be proper to take 
Notice of what Mr. Chubh I offered in favour 
of a diſintereſted, Benevolence. He produces 
ſuch: Reaſansashe has for his Opinions, where- 


as the Author - the Reply won't vouchſafe to 
| give us any. He begins g withiPleaſure is pre- 


ferable 106 Pain, or Happineſs to Miſery; Very 
wall: Therefore communicating Happineſs 1s 
preferable. to. communicating. Miſery. J aſk, pre- 


forable to whom? To the Agent or Patient? | 


| To the latter, L confeſs; but hom does it ap- 


that i it is to the former ? Is it a Proof. to 


Tay. that |} tis kind, therefore commendable, 
cherefore-fir, therefore preferable, and thence to 
| conclude: that Benevolence (as diſtinct from 


Queſtion, i is, Whar e a Man to e 


niente e to en e en 


x N 4 15 2. 
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| 28 fad —— vel plurimum agſent, which is ſpoke in 


the Perſon of Targuatus an Epicurean, I. 106..—He fays the ſame 
of F riendſhip (which ZFicqrus had very high Notions of) and 


adinirably: well accounts for its „being dem into a erer 
Affection by Habit. ur- imces Conęreſſus Copulatione/q; & 
Chnſuctuginum inſtituendarum Voluntates fieri propter Voluptatem. 


Cum autem Uſus: progrediens Familiaritatem efftcerit, tum amorem 


effloreſerre tartum al, etiam fi nulla fit! Utilitas, ex mme 
e % amici propter ſeipſos anentim, I. 20, 
, The fame*Account* we 


Tiny Uyician, Lib. x. p. 660. 
I Reflect. 53 | Ibid. p. 4. 


5 * . 
* 1 * 

4 : 50 E 2 
- « 

5 


ve in Digg Tanni, Aid 7h 1% 
n aper . de, 3. Sf dies, & ae 7p" Tires 


* N 1 55 FH 
* * wt i 
not 


* 8 
: 8 , 
yas wand tus 


' 0 * 95 
ws on. mot $5 ka@nd 


(65 ) 
nigh] D What is the exciting Reaſon +? You : 
- mult either aflign one, or tell me tis prefera- 
ble in itſelf as an ultimate End. And then the 
Pleaſure of doing it will be the true Reaſon. 
Now this is recurring to a Moral Senſe, as 
Mr. Hutcheſon has ſhewn f. But that that is 
acquired, and can be no Criterion of Morality, 
nor any certain or true Principle to act upon, 
I have ſhewn before, Chap. v. 

Mr. Chubb goes on, and compares Bene. 
oltnts with Selfifbneſs- and thinks ©. a Man 
<-ſhould deny himſelf the Enjoyment of a 
low Degree of Pleaſure, or undergo a low - 
Degree of Pain, to remove from another a 
violent Fit of the Gout or Stone, without 
2 any View of Pleaſure or Advantage to himſelf, 

4 either in this World or the next. To which 
I anſwer, '1/. That Selfifhneſs is a Word which 

ought not to be uſed in this Place, becauſe in 
commorr Language it has always a bad Senſe, 
and carries in its Idea ſomething of Moral Ob- 
liquity. I can no more commend Se] Ihſbneſs 
than Ingratitude, becauſe its Signification ex- 
cludes all benevolent Affections, which in the 
_ preſent Syſtem of things are highly valuable 
m 5 Many as IEEE to he e 5505 


5 TY * — ** 


NSS —e 2 


; oY 10 The 3 1 of an 1 to ako : Hepdhned. of ons 
Agent, may excite- him, But will not excite another Agent 
- © tro concur, unleſs there 1 er the like Tendency to . 
KHappli neſs of that other,” Hutcheſon s Liluſtrat. N. 221. pow 
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bbereſors of every. e in particular 
eee is another Word almo! 8s bad a 
Fo 2 as it 4 80 to exclude all Concern 
| % er Ren aha atſoever; whereas we 
maint 12 We continue in this /c- 
4a Sans Benevolence on diſintereſted Aﬀec- 


tion, is * Principle of Action; and how 


it comes to be ſo we have ſhewn before. 1 
anſwer, 245. Tha ſetting aſide the Conſidera- 


tion of a future Reward, either in this Life : 
+4 5 72 be oy 


© give one; but ä 


. or the next, no lung 
why one. ought. to ſul 
35 Pain, to remove OLI 

Nor- does: this Mitter off 
only replies, that 
„ ſhe cher ves be reaſons 


N in the Nature of the thing > ls Fry . 


1 <. mir of being ſhe wn to be ſo any other way: 


hat is, they are. preferable - ſon 
Jakes, 77 0 e 


For the fake of the Plea: ures „ 
very Actions themſelves; which is again. re- 
| 3 Ae al Soul or Ky yep aro 35 
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4 of Gobd and EvIl, chen 1. mig l U 
« moſt ſelffh with regard tb. this World, 46 We 
jg the moſt virtubüs, fo he Will of Courſe 
«© be the moſt pleaſing and acceptable to His 
% Maker.” T don't know any one that has 
commended d elfifhneſs with regat to this World. 
+ On the contrary we maifitain, tliat tis fit 
and reaſonable to poſtpone 4 leſs preſent Inte- 
reſt for the fake of 4 gfeatef future one; WE 
maintain that it behoves every one who lives 
in Society; not to confine His Affections to 
himiſclf, nor to act upon 4 Principle of _ 
love only, DE ave vl in the Event 
judice His feal feel Intoret. +: - Nay we far: N 
maintain, that 4 difihterehted Benevolence 18 
rational, cm end AI, and indeed the wy 
thing which gives the Name of Chiritet to 
vivinoup Recs among Mankind. A Man is 
not calf d' v#Fiuois for taking are of Nis» 
Seal br Eſtate, but prudrus: Virtue i * 1 
Vc * confined We, 58 waer to the _— 
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| 10 * Lord is the Beginn > that is, it is the Foun- 
*« dation of Vite, and I 5 ry Root and Bahs of all Obligza- 
85 tion, And therefore this is e true Difference between a Fool. ; 
8 "and a Knave: a Fool is he that does not proceed upon any 
TS e ot Intereſt. at all; a Kdave is he that does wr — oy 
5 « upon a Principle of Taraneld, but he does not take his whole 
| © Intereſt together; and fo at the E is a Fool as well 
«az 'the other, tho in bis own CO wo wonderful: wiſe 
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havi iour of ſocial Beings with reſpect to each 
other. Nor is this in the leaſt inconſiſtent 


with what was ſaid before, of private Happi. | 


neſs. being the ultimate End, and true Prin- 
ciple of Action. For as there are certain 


Means neceſſary to be obſerved, as leading to- 


wards this general End; ſo theſe Means are 


good and valuable, and therefore deſir d, ap- 


-prov'd, and hence by Habit lov'd; but the 
Object of Love is a real End, or deſir d for 
its own fake. Whoſoever therefore: conſiders 
Mankind as he ought, will ſee, that he beſt 
. conſults his own Happineſs who ſtudies: that 


of the Publick, and [endeavours after the 
Eſteem of Mankind; And if he has a due 
Senſe of this, he muſt have a conſtant Diſpo- 
Grion to promote the Good of others; that is, 
he muſt deſire and approve all Actions chat 
tend towards it, and by that means muſt at 

h neceſſarily acquire an habitual Love for 
Kg Actions, and conſequently for Mankind, 


> this Reference or immediate View to any 
thing elſe. This is what we mean by diſinte- 


- reſted Benevolence; tis not neceſſary that the 
Agent ſhould have no remote or diſtant View. 


5 r his Go; e in cke win; but 


8 


7 See the . Preliminary 22 to King uf Origin * Bot, | 
v. 17 


4 6 The more rationally a Man loves himſelf, the more. 
| 6 earneſt he will be in endeavouring by good Turns to = 


te cure the Love or other Men.“ n 3 Law of Þ 
| (e 6 


* 5 
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( 65 x - > 
11 ſufficiently diſintereſted, if it contemns 
. « all narrow, low, or ſordid Views, and looks 
e only * ſecuring an eternal Intereſt in 
| God *::; 4 
| This 1 "think may. be a : ſuffciedt A | 
half a dozen tedious Pages of Mr. Chubb's + 
againſt Selfiſhneſs. He is all along bearing the 
Air, as he confounds our Doctrine with, that 
of Hobbs; whereas tis as different from H = 
biſm, as Goodneſs from Power. We are not 
for deſtroying, but on the contrary, for build- 
ing it up, and ſupporting: it upon its true and 
rational Foundation. And tis that Doctrine 
only which tends towards weakening and un- 
dermining it, that places it upon the unintel- 
ligible erdufiaſtic: F Goring; of. Fang in it. 


W 


3 


2 2 1 F 
I ' ; 


+, 


| 4+. 
: Tis a mean Artißce, which the Author or 
* che Reyly + uſes to bring an Odium upon his 


, Fo ro 0g by calling his Scheme of : Moralt- 
1 ty, the Morality of a Highway-man or Pic. 

; foclet. Whether he will beſtow the | ſame: - 
Compliment upon all the Worthies mentioned 
| inthe Eleventh to the Hebrews, he may conſider... | 
8 Or lethimreadtheſeWords, who for the Joy that 
was ſet before him, endured the Groſs, deſpifang - 
_ the Shame, &c. and let him ſay, whether that 
was, the. Morality of ſuch as he ſpeaks of, or 
Wee e her roc de is Ven vert raſh” 


a Fn. 


1% : kg, ts 
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(496) © 
The Author of the Supplement e, * 
een Center in Which 
all Virtues terminate, and conſtantly refers all 
Views of Intereſt to another Life, which is 
che proper Reaſon of Reward. Now, what 
Nonſenſe, as well as Profaneneſs, is it, to call 
a Morality centring in the Fear and Love of 


God, the Morality of a I * 


Pick- pocket ? 

I meer with no other Ib ions cheſy 
wo Writers, than what I have ks: 9 — | 
ed in this Chapter, or have been obviated by 
what I offered before in and eſtabliſhing 


this Point wich obſerving rta 
jt is to Chriſtianity to ſerile this Subject v 
a right Footing, as any one may be Conviged 
who obſerves what a material Difference: there 
w-betwixt the reſpective Parties in. this Contro- 
3 ſome of the moſt i tant Chriſtian 
Doctrines. And I may far cher add, that tis eaſy 
ro-ſee hint = pernicious Fei the Scheme 
af independent Fitneſſes is of, from what uſe 
d eee 10 by a late Advocate for 
Deiſing 
Prineiple, chat Duey and Obligatio 
from the Narures and Relations of Geng 
. beh. are ſo inde 
Dan ee or ee 8 


ourScheme of Morality. Iſball rf — 


His whole Beck is dale won Je 


ent, that. no Corh- 


0 ( 71 ) 
is in 1 itſel unfit, and conſequently Man ouſt 
always have the ſame Religion. This is a 
Conſequence which I have Charity enough to 
believe, neither the Author of the Reply, nor 
Mr. Chubb were aware of. But I muſt own, . 
I can't ſee how they will get off it, if the Pre- 
_ be granted. Becauſe what is once fic 
nth ef, muſt be always fit; Fitneſs in itſelf 
Relation to any End, and not be- 
e by any Change of Circumſtances. 
— It now only remains, that I apply. 
ths Principles eſtabliſh'd to (what firſt OCCa- 
fioned this Controverſy) the Nature and Obi: 


gation of _— Dutzes. 


0220 


CHAP. VII. 


| noni the Nats nf Obligation 
25 PIR Ez Poſitive Duties. | 


—His Pole has 8 Cs 7% largely 
and ſo well handled in the 3 O0. 
440 Bf of the Chriſtian Sacraments, and the 
Supplement to that Treatiſe, that little need be 
added to what has been faid. I ſhall therefore 
only briefly lay down what I take to be the 
true State of the Caſe, and apply the Prin- 
ciples eftabliſhed to a Deciſion of this Con- 
troverſy, and then proceed to anſwer ſuch 
Objections as have been offered ſince che Pub- 
lication of the Supplement. 8 
All the Advocates for moral Duties in op- 
poſition to fofirrve, have conſtantly miſtaken 
the true Point in queſtion: They have eicher 
endeavour'd to prove, that inward Virtue is 


preferable to external Performances, or that the 


Matter of moral Duty is referable to the 
Matter of poſitive Duty. Neither of which 
has ever been denied. But the true Queſtion 
is this; Whether moral Duty in po/itive In- 
ſtances be always inferior to moral Duty in 


moral Inſtances; by whether fincere Obedience 
to God in poſitive nces, be not ſometimes 


as valuable as ſincere Obedience to God in mo- 
1 This is the true State of the 


E 


Bd. | 
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Queſtion. | Now. if all Obligation is Gd 


on the Will. of God (as I have ſhewn before) 
then all Duties, whether moral or poſitiye, 
ſtand upon the fame Baſis; and our Obſerva- 


tion of them muſt flow from the fame Prin- 
ciple, Obedience to bis Will.. All Laws, both 
15 


moral and poſitive, reſolve into this M 


Law. or Maxim, what God commands, aue are 


bound to obey - And poſitive Duties have as 


1 


n immediate a Connection with that Dio, as any 


zoral-Laws ha ve, and fo reſolve info the ſame, 
Bauch le, the ſame Source, the ſame Autho- 
riry. Whateyer God commands muſt there 


fore be obey'd, becauſe he commands it: and 


no Action can have any thing morally good 1 in 


it, any farther than it is perform'd out of ſuch 


a Principle, The moral: Character of Actions 
then will be denominated entirely from their 
Agreement 01 or Diſagreement to his Will: they 
will be juſt ſo far morally good, as they are 


conformable to it, and ſo far myrally evil, as 


they are Deflections from it. If it be objec- 5 


| = that this confounds and dies the Di- 
ſtinckion betwirt the moral and pe, Parts 
. of al g ma 5 1 anſwer, 3 ts wir wane Y : 


of 5 by 2 P 2225 ph ra 9 55 on- | . 
Ae by che expreſs Command of God: 


he former are permanent, as uited to 1 Mas 8 
ati ional and ſocial. Na türe, and t r can 


Bl e of FP Pe, rang NW 9h 15 . 


A 


1 Neg lect of; 1 it. II ths Command be 


(4 


Gil i ure: „ 6p latter Mamgeable' 28 fufteck to 
that p? 


Man is in when they are _— him. Each 


and immutable, 
that is, neither of them is ſtrictly and proper- 


ly ſo, but only hypothetically: Or ſuppoſing 


Y rticular, Nature and Condition. Which 


of them are equally eterna 


Beings of ſuch a Nature and Condition, cer- 


tain. Duties will be fitting for, and obligatory 


as Man, poſitive Laws for Man, not as ſuch, 
but as under certain Circumſtances. . This 1 


upon them. Moral Laws are fitted for Man 


think is manifeſt, upon ſup poſition that the 


Author of The e De e N and 


Goodneſs, | 


us Which is the will of God. in "ach A Cale. 
If the poſitive Command be particular, there 


on be no doubt but" it must be obey d ar all 
| Hazargs: If a Parent be commanded to, facri- 
; ee his 


on, or one Natz to root out and 
Other, no Opinion fa contrary moral 


A 2 n 


Obligation can be a*{ifficient Excuſe for the 


05 'd to Time or Place, tis to be confider d 


Jha Stress i is laid Fr pg it, what. Importance 


tis declared to be of, what is the Penalty an- 


nere d to the Breach of } it, what is the general 
1 e e of? e 


| all i ocker Circum- 


: p ; 
" _— 7 
i 4 e 3 
* 7 ; ' 


* * 
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„ 
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> 
3 


* * 
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And * thence a Judgment is to be form d, 1 
what is moſt probably the Will of God, when 
that interferes witha. Moral Duty. If it ſhould H 


be ſaid, tis abſurd. to ſuppoſe | God ſhould lay 


ſo great a Streſs upon a politive as upona Moral 
Duty. Let us turn to our Bibles and ſee, how _ 
the matter of Fact ſtands. . We there find ho 
15 2 Penalty was annex d to Adams Tranſ- 
gr eſſion of one poſitive. Command, how ſtrict. 
40 God required: Obedience to, the ritual Law of 
eu; and. | ably. necefſary. 
8 Baptiſm is made to all n in or f 
_ hops IO Salvation, in | through. him, 


 brabawts Realiorts 105 3 ov his Son, is as 
I muſt own I think Mr, Chub e | 


| ſignal a one of the Excellency of Obedi 


Juſt, if his Principles be allow'd, that Mbra- 


ham ought to be blamed for his Compliance 4 | 
that Tarpon, & fince. e — Naw a I 


Might tell 
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TO WET F itneſſes of Sings? 4 as "a F ather” 5 
 Jairificing his Son muſt be allow'd to be, un- 
leſs all Morality be referred to the Will of 
God. In the Grita Diſpenſation Baptiſm 
is ordinarily: neceffary'to Salvation; and there- 
fore, no Pretences whatever of doing good to 
Mankind, or any thing elſe, can be aſufficient 
Excuſe for neglecting it where it may be had. 
Prayer is a poftice Taſtitution ; yet no one 
Duty of Morality is more ſtricl: 155 join'd, or 
„ frequently inſiſted u pon i he Goſpe 1 
125 than that is. If it be ſaid, "ha this is beciyſe : 
of its Uſefulneſs and natural good Tendency 
to keep eep up in che * 4 of Men a juſt Senſe 
of God and his Providence, - Treadily allow it, 
and can Jay the lane of all poſitive Inftitu: 
ons of Religion, that they - are not ee ar- 
bitraty (if by arbitrary be meant, inſtituted 
without ſome god Reaſon) but were 1 25 
re for ſome wiſe End and Putpoſe. Wh ; 
_ theſe Reaſons are; is nothing to the reſent 
En Jury, \ becauſe the Reaſon of our Obedienice 
1 138 entirely on” their being divine Ap- 
 Poihtmnenits. "This 1s ſtrongly SY clearly 2 
preſſed by the Author of the Suf pplement; + 
whoſe Words I ſhall borrow in this Place. 
* Reaſons of a Law are one thing, Reaſons of 
Obligation are another. A Law ſhould not 
4 Want its Reaſons, and * N e and 


DES —— r — 2 r nt Ear 


+: See Dr: bbb Us and banane of of the  Goſp. p. 5 


; rl! * p. 17. 5 . JI” ks 


" * not. 


& not thoſe: end that properly creates he 


'Obbig.of the Chriſtian Scr. Ke. imputing 10 him 
things which he has not ſaid, becauſe they 


45 


6 Obligation. For the Law would oblige; 90 
* weknew nothing of theſe Reaſons ./:. +; 


4 What little 15 have here ſaid may, 1 dun, 


be fufficlent to ſhew, that the Obligation to 


poſitive Duties as fcb, is not a Jot leſs than 


the Obligation to moral 4 fach; and that 
when they come in e tion, ſometimes 
one muſt y we and ſomet Ir ey 44 


ding 4 NEE 3 f |”. I 
notice, by the way, that it is a ver) Ffalſe oY 
preſentation of our Principles, when ſome ive 
it out, that we prefer poſitive Duties ab/otute- 
ly tq moral. It is a ae they are pleaſed ' 
to throw out the Author of the Nat and 


cannot confute what: he has. Of the ſame 
Kind is their other as falſe; Aſſertion, that po+ 


tive Duties are made the End, and moral che the, 
85 Means : When all chat is Locked: is, that mo- 
ral Duties are preparatory. Qualifications. for 
- the Sacraments; which amounts only to Ky 
ing, that Men muſt repent firſt, 
1 or receive the Holy — ” "ma 


What I hall trouble the Reader farther With, 


ſhall be by way of Abſwer to ſuch Gelen 5 
as have. not yet been taker 


notice of... 
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boden fave M - 36 uite out of Humour 
with A Gare ſhall cherefore leave him 
till he comes into Temper again. His Flouts 
and Abuſes of his worthy and learned Adver- 


| jad 


ſio full of Words and — 9 — and 
ſo empty of Argument, which ſeems only de · 


1 — ee er e —.— he ſup- 


4 2 8 5 X # . Y 8 
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The Aucbor of the Reply to the Supp). ſeems 


fary anſwer themſelves ; and for Arguments, 
if thete be any, they. were all anſwered be- 
fore, e mult eaſily ſee. _ 

- There is another Gentleman who has wrote 
Spirit of Wrath, and with the Gall of 
Bitterneſs, what he calls. an anſwer to the 
Nature and Obligation, &c. Tis not worth 
while to make a formal Rep ly to a Pam 


ſigned to darken the Subject, puzzle the Cauſe, 


and perplex che Evidence. The Author of 

8 2 Supplement has given us a Specimen of 
Reader wich any ching more on ther Head. But: 
becauſe amor 


; and tis needleſs: to trouble the 


his many 22 Reflections 
on chat excel nt Writer, es him of 
iſrepreſentations of Perſons and 7 bings, 


I the 8 283 and Neue of Wk 
2 ve Duties fully ſtated and confider' d. 
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3 (70 
ancient Churches looking upon iy Buchuri 
as a See of a general Pardon of To 
to every worthy Recipient. © Any one 

= Writer) that LE Bika.” wat 2. 

4 without a Comment, chat he only ſpeaks of 
the Euchariſt, as one Form . was made 
« uſe of among many others of Church- abſo- 
« lation.” Now let Bingham ſpeak for him- 
ſelf : His Words are, ——* The Stewards of 

 « Chriſt's Myſteries were always ſuppoſed = 

„ have the miniſterial Power of conveying. 
* Remiſſion of Sins to Men, by the Admini- 
<« ſtration of Baptiſm.” And of the Earharift 
he ſays, p. 18 1.“ This had forme e 
“to penitential Diſcipline, but did not fal, 
etc: fr ® wat e . 
« Zed Perſons, who never fell under ani | 
Diſeipline, as well as to thoſe who l 
and were reſtored to Communion again. 
* And in both Reſpetts it was called the 
% +> Aue, the Perfection or Conſumtnation of 
« 4 Chriſtian.“ And now. who! can ſay, chit 
this Writer does not either wart a Comment to 
explain be or Honeſty e Fee _ | 


"Oy. 1 

Mr. Chubb bas given the Argun wh: {| 
vour of moral above poſitive Dorivs; a Tur . I 
— fomewhar different IE what was done ef | 
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a) 
te: * offer'd, , and then take 1 of Him 
and the Controverſy, till ſomething, more con- 
filetable appears on that dide the Geſtion. 97 
ri objected: by him, that & ie Ground 

2 K. Reaſon of our Obedience to poſitive Laws 
ought to be, not becauſe they are comman- 
« ded, but becauſe. we would obtain the End: 
" nn our wiſe and good; Lawgiver has ap- 
pointed theſe as Means to lead us to”. 10 


* 


Ho 


but the N EF 2 Hinge py whom we Fam 


is yood 0 | 
thing elfe. ＋ 1 9 or 1 Foe "DH 
_ diſtingy uiſhed from the ultimate End, private 
2 Mae) is Om or Reaſon: of our Obe- 
85 ny 7 thang the art 
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and rewardable; Nor does it follow! from 


therice, that tlie mere ourward Act of - cating. 
Bread and drinking Wine in the Lo. 
per, is all that a Chriſtian need do to 7 | 
3 _ the Benefits annex d to that Sacrament : 1 
the Manner 155 commanded, that is, with — | 
Piety and Devotion, thoſe good Diſpofirions . 
and internal Acts of the Mind, Which are e. ; 
i N to acc pan che outward Act. 2 — 8 
tire Pu ties 1 in three Aieten Res - 
. es, Moral Duties have a. 


4 K is Sup- 


eating Bread, and drinking Wine in 


s, UA. He fays, * 


Land intrit | ck Worth and Goodneſs in 


| poſitive Duties are good. 
_ « "tht — latively, as Means to an 


% End. I anſwer, That "nothing has: a al. 3 I 


intrinſick [narural}]/ 


£ in itſelf, E pt 
pineſs; and all Duties, whether thoral « 


Ha 
1 Ki * 200 are only valuable as Means leading 85 
fowards that A End. In that Reſpect 
: 24. He vive the Preference to moral aboys _ 
Lo r/o Duties, © as che former make the A- 
gent more valuable and Praiſe-worthy in 
« che latter +.” What this Valuableneſi in ii. 
| felf means (as diſtinguiſhed from Valuableneſe 
iin the Sight of God) 1 don't well apptehend. 
Fe Unleſs it has * to an 2 ir carries the 
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ou can; recommend them to his Favour. But 


E n 


me one yet I ſhall deny: bis third Farticu- 4 


cneficialneſs to Mankind; and in this reſpect 


Ila, poſitive Duties may in ſome Caſes make . 


Agent more valua 


3 ae ee reſerve « lente af Reigen js 


F „ and guard that Bande en 
4 of. Obedience to che Deity, which 


Utting chat + Man man be more ſerviceas 
Kee to  Manking in ſo How 


A * ar 27 


4 poſitive Day for che fake of 4 


py”. 
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0 af cial, Tendency. 
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8 lüable it in n his Sight. 


Ambition and Dehire, of Praiſe, among Men; 
ende the. Captive, or relieves he Indi- 
Sent. he has his Reward; Go 
_ Services, Or, it a poor Widow. caſts two Mites 
mts the Treaſury, out of a: juſt Senſe of Duty 
ad. N to God ; ſhe-does, in the Sight 
F God, aſt in more, than thoſe wo caſt in 
Bed. out 70 7 7 0 Principle. Tis Faith in 
& and De pendence on him, 
2 foes. Which Rebler a 88 3 
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1 is 1 Jt 4 is 1 6: E a 1 Mr. Chubb „„ 
1 offers in Defence of the Preferableneſs of mo 
nal Duties to poſitive; I have ſpoke to them 
but briefly, having no mind to repeat what has 1 
deen faid ſo well before in the Nature and 9 "> | 
Mr. Chubb, in the Cloſe of his Purtphiers a 
. his Fears, that placing ſo much Value 
on poſitive Duties will be ſending us back to 
5 . But if he will pleaſe to diſtinguiſh . | = 
between the Inſtitutions of our Lord, and the 
| Inventions. of Men, between the 22 us Opera. 
tum or external Act, and the Performance of- 
| them wich thoſe pious, devout, and good Diſ- 
| poſitions, which we ſuppoſe to be requiſite, he 
may juſtly quit his Fears, and come over to ou. 
Sicle. And if he does but o obſerve the eee 55 
wich which ſome Men receive Chriſtianit x 
| now-a-days, and the little Reſpect with which 
che Sacraments are treated, he may then ſee a 
© . good Reaſon for ſtanding up for poſitive Inſti- 
tutionz, and vindicating their Honour; leſt a 
Coldneſs towards them ſhould by Degrees turn 
into a total Neglect and Contempt of them. - © 
And what the Conſequence of that would be, 
every one muſt be ſenſible who has hut the = 
_ leaſt Apprehenſions of the Folly and Miſery © 
. of Deiſm; and of the Uſe, ee and SR: OD 
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